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campus comment 
WHAT DO YOU EXPECT TO 
F I N D AT UNIVERSITY ! 
Peter Swan-Dentistry 
Political activity?-! suppose I expected to 
find a certain amount of it. I mean everyone 
wants to have their say about things I 
suppose. I don't expect to get involved 
though, I'd prefer to watch from the 
sidelines. 
Work? 1 don't think the work will be any 
harder than it was at schooi. I'll probably 
indulge in a certain amount of social 
activity. 
Professor Cowen?-a certain amount of his 
speech made sense but most of it was 
irrelevant. I mean what's his having a good 
time in Melbourne got to do with the 
Uftiversity of Queensland. University?—it 
makes sense I suppose we have to get a 
tertiary education somewhere. 
Don Green—Engineering 
A University-different way of life. Some-
where not only to study and get a degree but 
to exchange ideas, throw them around. I 
don't expect to find a great deal of political 
activity but I intend to go to the lunch time 
discussions, listen to what people have to say 
and then act upon the strength of that. I 
mean I'll become involved when or if I can 
make up my own mind about activity. 
Professor Cowen's speech? A good speech I 
suppose-he certainly can talk although I 
feel that in some way he was creating a false 
impression of himself. I know for sure that 
work is going to be harder here than it was 
at school. Orientation week was a good idea. 
The Handbook? j'.ve only just skipped 
through it so far but I intend to read most of 
the articles fairly thoroughly. 
Beth Ditton-Arts 
My first impression was that there were a 
tremendous number of people around and it 
made me feel a bit like an ant, I suppose 1 
expect that most of my time will be taken 
up with lectures and I would al.'o like to 
participate in some of the clubs. I don't 
suppose I expected the university to be 
exactly boiling over with political activity. I 
mean we were hardly five minutes in the 
place and Bruce Dixon the president of the 
union was saying how we shouldn't come 
here with biased views and all that I agreed 
with most of what he said but not with the 
fact that he thought that many adults were 
opposing the radical activity of young 
people. I feel that there isn't any real 
generation gap. To me there are just 
people-individuais-ltke my parents who I 
get along with fine. 
1 don't suppose I expect to work as hard as 
I did at school. 
Peter Legweak 
Ah phuque, notagain . . . Look I've failed 
first year (3reek honours now for five years 
and I'm afraid that apart from expecting to 
find something I'm ready for anything. 
Gay Aban don-Arts 
At this stage I really don't know what I 
expect to find. But I suppose I would like to 
expect to find the facilities that will get me a 
degree. I suppose I expected to find some 
political activity but it's another question as 
to whether I become involved. I suppose it's 
going to be rather different from school, at 
least I hope it is, Hope to make more 
contacts with people not like high school 
where the number of people you can-meet 
only a limited number. I suppose I expect 
the social life to be fairly diverse. Professor 
Cowan's speech?-fairly middle of the road. 
Michael McCaffrey 
In a word . . . (Gees its difficult to be 
wittv^ A great deal of political activity-no 
but that'5 not important to met suppose I 
expected to find knowledge and that sounds 
pretty sick. 
Scott Free-Arts 
I went to the same school as Gay and I 
suppose we will sort of stick together for a 
while until I meet other people, I don't like 
political groups as a whole. And 1 don't 
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RIGHT nno uiRonc 
David Lewis. 
the issues 
Though a host of issues was promulgated for shorter or longer periods by the activists, two 
events, the May Moratorium and the Quang affair, dominated the university year, and are 
clearly likely to affect the campus in 1971. That a university has one such event in a year is 
remarkable. Two makes the year worth writing about. 
What happened generally during the Moratorium is history. In the event, over 3000 students 
marched, under the fatherly direction of the Communist Party-A.L.P.-Trade Union 
organizers. Much of the really interesting and important facts about the matter are less 
well-known. The arguments about the tactic and permissable bounds of it cannot be explored 
here. Nor can the question of who actually controlled the Moratorium and how. (For an +nP I jn jnr i 
excellent article on this, see Gerard Henderson's "The Vietnam Moratorium-An Analysis based 
on Left-Wing Sources"). But two important facts must be noted: it produced the most 
extensive extracurricular debate this writer can remember, and it achieved a remarkable 
amount of involvernent. 
From an objective academic viewpoint, that the debate was so extensive was good. For three 
weeks arguments raged daily, broadsheets proliferated, teach-ins and seminars were organized, 
and many felt at last something intellectual was happening. Somthingwas, but not as much as 
most believed. What made this so different from other Viemam campaigns at U.Q. was that 
the pro-Vietnam organisations on campus took up-the challenge of debate. Where four years 
haranguing by the anti-Vietnam factions had done iittle to visibly involve masses of people, 
three weeks of reasonably intelligent debate produces surprising results. The resources, of 
course, favoured the Moratorium organizers. Virtually the only group to actively oppose the 
Moratorium was the Democratic Club-then a handful of people. Ranged against this were half 
a dozen organizations, more people, more time, more money and full-time workers. In spite of 
this, however, the exercise did some good for the future of debate on campus. 
It is never easy to make a judgment on who actually wins any debate. As one vvho 
participated, I still believe my case is the better, but that is only one judgment. The really 
significant thing is that the numbers who marched in the Moratorium is no judgment at all. In 
excess of 3000 was surprisingly high, but a decision to march does not logically necessitate a 
decision on the facts of Vietnam and in many cases no real decision was made. It is the 
opinion of this writer that very few changed thei> minds on Vietnam last May, and not many 
more formed their first opinion then. What the debate did v/as to increase feelings (not ideas, 
or even information in many cases) on the war. The effect of the last four years has been to 
give many students the feeling that the Vietnam commitment was wrong (partly as a result of 
intensive anti-Vietnam campaigning, and partly because of the Liberal government's 
reluctance to campaign intelligently and at length on the issue) but this feeling has never been 
strong enough to mobilize really significant numbers. The Moratorium debates ipcreased the 
feeling for earlier developed convictions (though not changing them) and got the people out. 
It is clear that many had little idea of the issues involved in the war. A friend of mine who 
marched would be able to do little more than locate the country on a map. When asked why 
he marched, he replied that it was important to show concern! This may be so, but it is 
grossly irresponsible to take part in a political campaign which has stated aims without 
thinking about the political consequences of a successful campaign, or deciding if he would 
agree with or desire those consequences. True, he has a right to march irrespective of his 
reasons—but he is showing much less than good sense. 
One can't resist the feeling that fashion plays a vital part in student political activity. To argue 
against the prevailing climate of opinion seems to require more than the facts and the logic. 
The hope for '71 is that on all issues, students will pay less attention to the orthodoxy and 
more to the arguments. 
Even more important for the University was the aftermath of the detention of Vietnamese 
diplomat Mr. Quang in the Relaxation block on September 4th. For many people this was ap 
. uncomfortable and upsetting experience. But for the sake of academic freedom it is not better 
forgotten but better remembered. 
The issue was quite clearly one of freedom of speech. At stake was whether any guest could 
come to the University, be heard and depart, without intimidation or deprivation of liberty. 
Increasingly during 1970 speakers who opposed the prevailing left-wing orthodoxy were 
subject to abuse and heckling so severe that free speech was illusory. It is hardly necessary to 
say that this treatment emanated from only a small number of what might loosely be called 
the "left". These activities, subject to severe criticism from people of many different 
persuasions, culminated in the Quang incident. 
The University stood firm on the issue of academic freedom, and those found guilty of the 
offence were disciplined. However it was surprisingly difficult to convince many people that 
the action was wrong, and even more so that discipline was necessary as a result. The incoming 
Union President, David Luck, agreed at the time that the action was wrong but was against 
any discipline. To accept this as,a realistic position is to accept in practise that one group of 
students may dictate with Impunity who shall be heard and who shall not. A significant 
section of the community at that time seemed quite willing to accept this preposterous 
notion, no doubt claiming this as a Uberal position. Ot\e wonders about their reaction If it had 
been their guest detained. 
By the end of the year, most had accepted that the university had a responsibility to 
guarantee academic freedom. It is with some concern, then, that the Orientation Handbook 
carries a justification for violence in this form. To "demand with your body" doesn't show a 
higher level of intellectual perception-it shows a poverty of intellectual resource and a 
basically fascist outlook on political activity. (Incidentally, the penalty at law for the offence 
alluded to is not a 310 fine as that writer asserts, but two years' imprisonment). 
The Quang affair has shown another important thing: this university has (unlike many others) 
a Vice Chancellor who understands the issues and who is determined to preserve his 
institution. The affair was dealt with fairly and firmly, and at last one can look with some 
confidence to the governing body to maintain the basic freedoms. In the result, it is unlikely 
that confrontation wilt be such a vital problem this year. Unless the revolutionaries are more 
stupid than they appear, they will drop it from their stock of tactics. It would be nice to think 
that this would be because they see the illiberatism of such methods; except for a few, 
however, the decision will probably be merely tactical. They can't afford to risk it any more. 
Whatever the reason,-if the assessment is right the campus will be a much better place. 
Debating such elementary matters as intimidation was necessary, but shouldn't have been. I 
would have thought knowledge had advanced that far years ago. 
The most significant achievement of the Union in 1970 was to make itself appear irrelevant to 
the general student body. Whatever may have been achieved in terms of back-room work, 
nothing was done to involve or lead the campus in the first two terms. The elections to Union 
Council in late '69 saw the rise of the Uberal Group to a position of considerable influence. 
This group (basically members of the Young Liberals) had more control over Council than any 
other faction; and although they generally worked well for the everyday Union needs, through 
an injudicious use of position, they established for themselves a reputation which was to bring 
on them defeat in the elections for the 1971 Council. Chapman had secured the Presidency 
largely due to the support of this group, and seemed pre-occupied during his term with 
manifesting his individuality. Though the desire to pursue an independent course might be 
objectively laudable, the effect which Chapman's handling of the problem caused was 
considerable distrust, little harmony in the ranks of the moderates/conservatives (at a time 
when this was vital) and probably far less control over the more irresponsible actions of the 
Liberals, This culminated in considerable double-dealing over the nominations for the '71 
Council, with the result that the radicals eventually emerged having a stronger position that 
they had ever held on Council before. 
These factors, coupled with Chapman's poor leadership effort up till third term, ensured that 
there was a major drift to the left when the election results were posted. In the case of 
Chapman it should be noted that his performance over the Quang affair was commendable.' 
This of course came after the General Elections, but before the Presidential recontest Any 
candidate with the vaguest circumstantial links with Chapman and the Liberal Group suffered 
in July. That Chapman's prestige rose over the Quang affair was evidenced by his significantly 
improved vote in the recontest, when all other indications suggested it would drop. 
It is clear that the really unlucky man in the presidency race was Peter Clarke. Had Chapman 
not stood for a second term, he would have won easily. No one will ever know who did win 
the first poll. On the evidence the recount (which Oarke won) was Just as reliable at least as 
the original count (which was in Luck's favour). But since the matter was not clear, a re-ballot 
was seen as fairest. Because Luck had originally been written up as winner, and because he was 
the outsider, he gained a huge sympathy vote, with an undercurrent of feeling that he had 
been robbed. This simply wasn't true. But it wasn't easy to convince everyone of this, and 
some dishonest publicity by Bruce Dickson didn't help. 
At this stage, no real judgment on Council's likely performance can be made. It might easily 
develop into quite antagonistic factions, which would probably be fairly evenly balanced. The 
membere are overall more Inexperienced than usual, especially the President, but the most 
competent people, the Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, should be able to offset many of 
the problems that will arise. When elected. Luck promised that the Union would be more 
involved. If by this he means it will take a stand on political issues that are no concern of a 
student's Union as such, then his action will be unnecessarily divisive on Council, and 
considerable damage will be done. As far as general political matters are concerned, the 
Union's sole function ought to be to allow every point of view maximum room for 
development. Until it is so limited, Council will continue to waste time debating motions 
which have no relevance to its proper business, political differences will be emphasised, and 
efficiency will be impaired. 
continued on p~qe 
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PAUL MARRIOTT AND PETER WERTHEIM MANAGED TO CHAIN BARRY 
HUMPHRIES DOWN FOR HALF AN HOUR IN ORIENTATION WEEK AND THEN 
PROCEEDED TO EXTRACT THIS LIBEL-RIDDEN INTERVIEW FROM HIM. 
MARRIOTT: How do you think being an 
Australian has retarded your career? 
HUMPHRIES: Welt it's helped my career 
because it has enabled me to go overseas. 
If I chose to work exclusively in Australia 
I think it would be a severe handicap 
because, to start with, there is very little 
work for an entertainer, like myself, in 
this country, I prefer to do one man 
shows mainly because they can't start 
without me and also because I write my 
own material which has an obvious Aus-
tralian basis. But Australians like shows to 
be imported, preferably very old westerns 
imported, perferably very old westerns 
and revivals of M'^ Fair Lady-so 
commercial managements are very timid 
of indiginous talent. In my previous 
Australian tours (unfortunately the last 
one didn't include Brisbane) my manager 
and I booked the theatres and put on the 
shows ourselves. But there have been no 
approaches by commercial managements 
at all. Furthermore, in nearly ten years of 
commuting between London and Aus-
tralia I've not been approached by any 
television network to do a television 
show, for example I went up to Sydney 
to see Peter Cook and Dudley Moore, 
who are friends of mine and who came 
out to do two shows for the A.B.C. I was 
the only person they knew in Australia 
and I just wanted to see if they were O.K. 
(I knew they would be exhausted after 
the flight); and they said "Well 
would you like to be . . . you know 
, , . we'd very much like you to 
take a couple of parts in the T.V. show", 
I said "Well that would be fine . . . it'd 
be a bit of fun". But the invitation did 
not come from the A.B.C; and then 
when my agent approached the A.B.C. 
about it they were horrified that I would 
require a fee to appear on the programme 
at all. Since I was an Australian they felt 
it was rather unpatriotic of me to expect 
to be paid. So I just did it for expenses 
because I didn't want to involve Cook 
and Moore in some embarrassing scene 
between me and the A.B.C. I didn't really 
want to embarrass the image of the 
A.B.C. abroad. 
MARRIOTT: How much do you think 
students have improved since you were 
one? 
HUMPHRIES: I think they've probably 
regressed. 
MARRIOTT: Why? 
HUMPHRIES: Because I'M no longer one. 
But I have a feeling . , , no, no, quite 
seriously I think students seem to be very 
much the same, I wasn't a student that 
many years ago-about eighteen years to 
be exact (I prefer to think of that as a 
comparatively short period of time),I 
think students were much more non-
-conformist when I was at Melbourne 
University. Students at present are very 
anxious to stress their desire for liberty 
and self expression, However, Students 
and members of the military forces are 
the only sections of the community who 
are immediately recognisable in the street 
because they are both wearing a uniform. 
In fact there was much more individuality 
as far as I can remember it; but whether 
this is desirable or not. . . (I'm inclined 
to think it's less desirable). Certainly 
there was a tremendous amount of 
political apathy. Students were not interes-
ted in politics-members of t^he Labour 
club were considered to be rat-bags-
whereas now it is almost compulsory for 
students, not to be interested in politics, 
but to appear to be interested in 
politics-to carry a banner, whatever it 
might say, to participate in demonstra-
tions whatever they might be about. 
Years ago there seemed to be no 
demonstrations of any kind though 
students then, as now, still put chamber 
pots on spires and paint footsteps up the 
sides of buildings I understand. 
MARRIOTT: It's the beginning of the 
university year now, as you know. What 
were you like yourself as a first year 
student? 
HUMPHRIES: I remember being very 
disillusioned. I'd been at a school-
Melbourne Grammar-which is a very 
staid institution in Melbourne. 1 thought 
of it as a branch of the Junior Chamber 
of commerce. About two masters had 
. degrees and I think they were honorary 
ones . . . sort of compensation for 
having sun/ived syphilis and tertiary 
leprosy in the second world war. So I 
educated myself on the week-ends. I 
failed all the internal examinations in 
matriculation, and in the external exam-
inations won three exhibitions and a 
commonwealth scholarship. I was then 
' infonrned that this meant that 1 should go 
to the university, and I'd never heard of 
the university. I knew that it was very 
close to the cemetry and indeed, Brisbane 
university shares this proximity-an inter-
esting metaphor. In fact, taxi-drivers in • 
Melbourne used to say "Where ^re you 
goin', son?" and one used to say "The 
university", and then they'd say "Oh 
yeah, the cemetary . . . that's just on 
the left of the cemetary, no worries". So, 
I found myself at this strange place called 
the. university whereil understood that all 
terrible oppression of the Melbourne 
Grammar thing-the compulsory haircuts, 
the cadets, the compulsory sport on 
Tuesdays and Thursdays, all the shackles 
would finally be severed. I'd be able to 
breathe the air of liberty, I'd be able ta 
express myself totally. What I would do 
was another matter-presumably an Arts 
course. I'd heard of an Arts course, I was 
interested in painting, I wanted to be a 
painter. So I , thought that I could 
probably do Arts. Instead an Arts course 
is something people struggle to escape 
from or get their fiancees to buy 
themselves out of. The destiny of Arts 
students seems to be rather terrifying-it's 
either the schoolroom or an advertising 
agency or suicide. But I found, in fact, 
the conformity of Melbourne Grammar 
was nothing compared with what then 
struck me as being the ultra-conformity 
of the university where everyone, when-
ever they're enclosed in the space of a 
lecture theatre or a cinema, used to all 
boo and hiss simultaneously. They did 
everything together. Now, I see them as 
all rather carefree liberated figures com-
pared with university students to-day. 
Though I may be looking at this through 
the inevitably distorting lens of retro-
spect. I found my university course very 
.difficult. Great things were expected of 
me because of my accidental academic 
success as a matriculant. But it was 
discovered that Melbourne Grammar had 
forgotten to give me the prerequisite for 
an Arts course which was a language 
other than English, so I had to go to a 
night schooi and learn German, For-
tunately this night school was corruptible 
and my father successfully bribed them. 
So I passed matriculation German having 
done a first year of law at Melbourne and 
encountering the late Zelman Cowen 
under those circumstances. 
MARRIOTT: What do you think of Zelman 
Cowen? 
HUMPHRIES: Well he seemed a very nice 
person, I think one shouldn't speak ill of 
the dead. But he struck me as being an 
ambitious man, I was only sorry that he 
died having never featured in the New 
Year Honours list . . . but he may be 
posthumously knighted, of course, that's 
always a possibility. He seemed a very 
nice.man and I'm sure that if anyone had 
noticed they would have been very sorry 
to see him leave. However I did first year 
law and by that time my powers of 
concentration, never very great (as this 
interview reveals), had totally dispersed. 
And I did first year Arts and didn't 
attend any lectures at all. 
MARRIOTT: What subjects did you do? 
HUMPHRIES: I did an honours course in 
English and Fine Arts-the chair of Fine 
Arts having just been established; but by 
that time I'd become very interested in 
student theatre which I enjoy still as a 
hobby-l still pursue the theatre as a 
hobby-a remunerative hobby, 1 don't 
take it too seriously. I went to drama 
festivals and learned to drink beek, smoke 
cigarettes, and urinate in inappropriate 
places. By that time a professional 
repertory company had been formed in 
Melbourne under^the direction of Ray 
Lawler who wrote The Summer of the 
Seventeenth Dolt I Joined the company, 
abandoned the university course and I've 
been in the theatre ever since. 
MARRIOTT: You don't think, at least in an 
academic sense, the university you went 
to had any influence 6n what you are 
now? 
HUMPHRIES: I don't think so, but I think 
it gave me a period of a couple of years 
after leaving school in which to find my 
-^ way into a profession, or what became a 
profession. To drift as it were, to become 
a drop-out into a profession which I 
would otherwise never have considered. I 
lived from day to day at school and I 
think those two years at Melbourne were 
very valuable. I think the university serves 
two purposes for two sorts of people: if 
someone has a specific interest or f(eld of 
study it provides them with that oppor-
tunity, if they happen to have any gifts in 
the arts or any other direction less 
specific, then it gives them leisure to 
practice this or rather the opportunity 
not to attend lectures-something which 
non-university people don't have, 
MARRIOTT: Do the words 'student vio-
lence' mean anthing to you? 
HUMPHRIES: Only if confronted with it 
personally. 
MARRIOTT: Have you ever been confront-
ed with it? 
HUMPHRIES: I've been confronted with 
personal violence. I had an unfortunate 
experience quite recently, happily the 
only time it's ever happened to me. And 
that was when I returned to Melbourne 
and several days later I was bashed up 
without provocation by a couple o^  
Melbourne thugs, I had my watch, a 
fountain pen, and some money stolen. 
I'm still a little nervous of crowds. These 
people told me they were two representa-
tives from Channel Nine-in fact, I was 
pleased to see these gentlemen because it 
was the first approaches Channel Nine 
had ever made to me. But I ended up in a 
vacant lot amongst a lot of broken glass 
and bricks-rather like Brisbane except 
for the trees. 
WERTHEIM: Have you any idea what was 
moving these people? 
HUMPHRIES: I was told by the C.I.B. that 
people go around doing this a fair bit if 
they dislike the look of you. Or they may 
have just thought, "Oh he's in there-get 
him" or "that watch looks expensive", 
WERTHEIM: Supposing somebody said to 
you, with no intentions of being offen-
sive, that they found your humour 
extremely funny and very rewarding in 
that way, but they were puzzled that a 
bloke as gifted and intelligent hadn't gone 
deeper into things in some way , . . 
deeper into what's really wrong with 
Australia . . . that your work is 
illuminating, extremely funny, and it 
needs no more justification than that, as 
far as I'm concemed, to exist and I'm '^  
grateful that it does, but it was a bit 
puzzling as to why you hadn't (if it was a 
fair charge) gone deeper into the sickness 
of the Australian psyche, 
HUMPHRIES: I've never felt myself per-
sonally interested in the psycho-
pathology of Australia but merely in 
expressing what I personalty find Is funny 
about Austratia-in expressing what I 
observe in Australian life. Certainly I 
don't consciously set-out to show what is 
wrong with Australia. 
MARRIOTT: Don't you think that there's 
something psycho-pathological about 
Barry Mackenzie. 
HUMPHRIES: Barry MacKen i^e is a differ-
ent sort of creation. Barry Mackenzie 
began as a comic strip character, remains 
a comic strip character, and is funda-
mentally very two dimensional. I've never 
met anyone quite like Barry MacKenzie, ; 
he's a composite of a number of people 
and of course a gross caricature, even the 
slang that he uses is lifted from all sorts 
of fields-from public school slang, army 
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slang, working class slang, university 
slang. There's no attempt at philological 
accuracy in Barry McKenzie. Whereas, I 
think'in the stage and gramophone record 
creations of mine there is an attempt to 
reproduce and, if possible, slightly height-
en the Australian idiom. 
WERTHEIM: Could I pursue the point a bit, 
because I'm not wishing to demand that 
• you perform in any other way than seems 
• fitting to you; but it does seem to me 
that, without being rude, I could ask you 
why you don't wish to go deeper-for the 
following kinds of reasons, it might be 
argued that Australia now is in the kind 
of situation in which unless we do get 
deeper into notions of human nature in 
gener^l-l don't mean merely to expose 
somebody's pathology-but unless we 
probe these things then we'll drift more 
and more deeply into a radically unjust 
and, in many ways, unfortunate society. 
And at least its not the moralistic task, 
but the artistic task of some comedians 
and some people to, in their own 
appropriate way, imaginatively grasp this 
and expose it to people in a way that is 
both illuminating and cathartic-not 
vicious. And it seems to me that you have 
the intellectual and artistic gifts to 
actually do that. 
HUMPHRIES: I'm just wondering what ' 
examples of my work you've seen. 
WERTHEIM: Well I've only seen two shows 
of yours, Mrs. Everidge and another show 
that came to Brisbane in 1968. 
HUMPHRIES: Yes, I've progressively con-
cerned myself with characters that I've 
thought were more central to the 
Australian social life. I've always thought 
that the character of Mrs. Everidge was an 
interesting one because she's such a 
persistent figure in Australian social life. 
She seems to have ruled so many roosts. 
And of course often she jumps out of 
character when I express views through 
her. To some extent, I suppose, -The 
characters that I perform are mouthpieces 
, for my ow i^ ideas. But generally they are 
carefully observed character studies in 
what I felt to be some sort of depth. 
WERTHEIM: The incident with tiie people 
in Melbourne that attacked you strikes 
me as interesting because that kind of 
thing is on the increase. And I think it 
would be very illuminating if that 
particular strand in the Australian psyche 
. . . In my view a deeply repressed 
agressiveness which I think that now, 
under the social troubles that we are 
going to get into, is going to come out 
more and more . . . It would be good if 
illumination could be given on the roots 
of that. Now I'm not demanding that you 
do it. I'm only asking, in a way, if you are 
interested in that kind of thina. 
HUMPHRIES: Yes I am interested in it. An 
American comedian called Lenny Bruce 
did that sort of thing, I knew him and 
admired his work very much, but it was 
different from my kind of work. He 
wasn't a character comedian at all, really. 
He was something of an anarchist, or 
a political polemicist. He was also ex-
tremely funny. And very sharp, very 
savage. Some of these things that you've 
said do concern me very much and I've 
.tended to express my attitudes 1n this 
direction in certain things that I'm 
working on at the moment. For example, 
I've nearly finished a play and I'm 
working on a novel, both under the aegis 
of the Commonwealth Literary Fund. 
WERTHEIM: Will you be exploring the 
above rrientioned kinds of themes then? 
HUMPHRIES: Well, the themes are to do 
with contemporary Australian life. And I 
don't know whether they wil I be successf u I 
or not but they will express my strongly 
felt /fears about Australian society at 
present, so much so that I even thought 
of publishing them anonymously-but 
I'm rjot quite sure whether that's a good 
idea. 
, MARRIOTT: Do you find it "more or less 
difficult to satirise Australia from the 
vantage point of spending a great deal of 
/our time InEngland? So that, perhaps, 
you are distanced from it and then you 
come back and things seem newer? 
HUMPHRIES: Welt, Australia doesn't 
change as much as Australia thinks it 
changes. Furthermore, of course, though 
Australia gives one a sense of isolation, 
(there is a fear of isolation) it is only realty 
a day or so from London, t go back and 
forth between the two enough (at least 
once every two years), and of course I 
also subscribe to the Bulletin and the 
Woman's Weekly which t feet give one a 
very wide spectrum of Australian 
thought! 
MARRIOTT: Do you think that they are 
separate entities? 
HUMPHRIES: Welt they're both published 
by Packer, I think. 
MARRIOTT: The Bulletin is at least. 
HUMPHRIES: Ah no. Consolidated Press do 
the Women's Weekly-so we get the two 
points of view. But I also get a tot of the 
newspapers; and of course one meets 
more Australians in London than one 
does in Australia, generally, t have a 
feeling that perhaps you're not an Aus-
tralian. 
MARRIOTT: No. But in any case which do 
you prefer, Australia or England? 
HUMPHRIES: l^ m always guarded in 
answering that question. I generally just 
stay as long as I tike and go when I like. 
They've invented this terrible expression 
'ex-patriot'. You see they ask,"What's it 
feel like to be an ex-patriot?"-sounds 
like a funnet-web spider. The onty other 
people who were called ex-patriots were 
Gertrude Stein, Hemingway, and Scott 
Fitzgerald when they-went to Paris in the 
twenties. 
MA"^RIOTT: Elevated company. 
HUMPHRIES: Yes but, Sidney Nolan, and 
Rolf Harris, and me, and Joan Suther-
land-far more famous people than 
me-are called ex-patriots because they 
live in England "the Mother country you 
see". If you are in America or working on 
an American campus, or if you are living 
in Russia or Turkey, or Japan, no one 
says you are 'ex-patriot'. But living in 
London for any length of time puts one 
in this very un-enviable pigeon-hole. I have 
an Australian passport, I consider myself 
an Australian. If they want to call me 
anything then I'm a commuter. 
MARRIOTT: Do you think you are going to 
have any trouble with the new Immigra-
tion Bill to go before the House of 
Commons? 
HUMPHRIES: I think not, because if one 
has work in England, or you are over a 
certain age, or if your inside leg 
measurement... or if your agent is there 
to meet you, it's all alright. You can 
always get some aunt to fill in a form-or 
if you're white it's easier. 
WERTHEIM: One thing that struck me about 
"A SQUINT DOWN UNDER" 
By Bill Hornadge 
A jaundiced look at some of the crazier aspects ofthe Australian way of life 
with quotes, verse, comment, photos and illustrations. Contents include: The 
President and the Barmaid—The Peacock Family Sheets Get a Public 
Airing-The Longreach Miracle-The Problem of Sea Bathing and the Evils of 
Sunbaking-Down with Bikinis-Vietnam-Spending a Penny—Zara-Sex and 
the Shift Worker-Mr, Hawke, You've Never Had It So Good-lf it Moves, 
Shoot it-Poiftics are Bosh-These Mortal Men-Lord of the Fly-Unparlia-
mentary Language-Gortonism-Goof-A Bird's Eye View of Politics-The 
Country Party-Banned for Life-Chastity Belts Make a Comeback-rA Play is 
Banned-The Black Stump, etc. 
Every Page a Riot Price only SI 
Available from LEADING bookshops or on a mail order basis from 
SEVEN SEAS STAMPS PTY. LTD., Sterling Street, Dubbo, N.S.W. 2830, 
A/so available: "The Down Under Calendar of 1970" (SI). "The Dawn Under 
Calendar of 1971" (60c). "Dubbo Walkabout" by Bill Hornadge (60c). 
moving to England for the first time was 
the tremendous difference in agressive-
ness between the men in England and 
those that you find here-once agairi like 
the toughs that assaulted you in Mel-
bourne. 
HUMPHRIES: Yes. Australians tended to 
consider, or before the war at any rate, 
that all Englishmen were poofs, you know, 
"pommie bastards". One doesn't hear the 
expression so much now; except perhaps 
at cricket matches. But it's generally 
considered that English people are very 
effete because for example they are quite 
capable of enjoying the intelligent com-
pany of women. Ahd don't have the 
wombat' attitude: you know, the old 
definition of the wombat: 'eats, roots, 
shoots, and leaves.' 
MARRIOTT: You said you didn't like to be 
called a satirist . . . what exactly do 
you consider yourself to be? 
HUMPHRIES: if one has to have a label its 
best to think of something that one is 
most comfortable in, and allows one to 
be a number of things. I consider myself 
just to be a character-actor-writer. 
Then, if I'm pressed I say I'm a comedian 
but that can be dangerous unless you 
manage to get the laughs. 'SatiristP'-welt, 
since the Mavis Bramston show people 
know what satirists are—they're people 
who say 'bum' on television. 
MARRIOTT: Weren't you invited to be in 
the Mavis Bramston show? 
HUMPHRIES: Yes, I was asked by the late 
Rupert Henderson. I don't know where 
he lives now, but he didn't look too well 
when I last saw him in London. Now the 
Mavis Bramston show was like a pre-war 
English revue. But it was considered in 
Australia to be very way out because it 
made politely irreverant remarks about 
politics and aboutthings which people had 
never mentioned before. Because most of 
the people who watched television hadn't 
even been to the theatre, let alone a 
university review. Oddly enough I was 
talking to a television executive in 
Sydney recently who was complaining 
that there were no Australian writers or 
performers. And I said "Well have you 
ever been to a university revue, or an 
architect's revue?' and he said 'No, why?' 
and I said 'well that's where I started'. 
DICKSON: There's a bit of a myth about 
student satire, like how it should emanate 
from student newspapers and doesn't etc. 
But I wanted to ask you if you thought 
there was a high standard of this kind of 
thing amongst archi revues. 
HUMPHRIES: Well I haven't seen a revue 
for a few years now. But here's at least 
one very bright person, at least one ter-
rifically good performer, who dosen't 
Vvant to be an architect. Probably end up 
one though because executives like the 
one I met in Sydney wouldn't ever find 
him, wouldn't give him money to sit down 
and write, wouldn't give him a show. But 
then television is about as accessible a 
forum as the Australian press. If you think 
that last week there was an international 
peace conference in Sydney which was at-
tended by a thousand delegates from alt 
over the world which wasn't mentioned in 
any Australian newspaper-except the Sun-
day Observer . . . . and perhaps student 
papers, or the so-called underground 
press . . . in fact the Australian press is 
so desperately conformist and so is 
Australian television. 
DICKSON: You'd agree that there's a lot of 
self-censorship in the media in Australia? 
HUMPHRIES: Oh yes there is. Just nothing 
ever gets to air and so there's a terrible 
feeling of frustration in this country 
amongst people that have ideas. And 
people either have to leave, in which case 
they're considered to be traitors, or they 
have to become rather solitary figures, 
disappointed, embittered televison writers 
or journalists, writers for papers whose 
editorial policy they don't support, or 
making films that will never be properly 
distributed. Has anyone in this city of 
arsonists got a-match? 
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Dear Sirs, 
It disappoints me to find that Semper 
once again has fallen into disreputable 
hands. How long wil l this active and 
irresponsible and lamentably vocal minority 
continue to dictate to and interrupt the 
decent students in this university who 
merely want to get a degree as felicitously as 
possible. I would make a plea to all those 
students who, like myself belong to 
Professor Cowen's "great middle" to under-
take the restoration of our university's badly 
damaged image. 
Concerned, Engineering III. 
NOTHING IMPORTANT 
.semper was not edited by 
robyn bardon or even 
paul davies for instance 
just as terry kenway was 
not tlie business manager 
nor were paul marriott 
jim beatson errol o'neill 
or gerry vignola any Jielp 
as staff likewise no 
photography was done by 
nark hockings david 
stephensen eric perdaut 
or ,iohn shea and chris 
Stafford is just not a 
cartoonist bruce dickson 
is not recommended for 
advice and torn Cochrane 
Wgs never seen by anybody 
grant printing company 
will probably admit under 
torture that they did the 
printing and ditto for 
central art and typeset 
as regards the typesetting 
our thanks to all those who 




26th Febmary, 1971. 
I have been concerned for some time about the widespread misunderstandings that have arisen 
over the Soudi Australian Government's position regarding the imprisonment of Charles 
Martin.. 
Charles Martin v/as gaoled last year for two years for failing to comply with the National 
Service Act on the grounds tliat he believed it was wrong and immoral. 
The South Australian Government is also opposed to the war in Vietnam^ and opposed to the 
provisions of tlie National Service Act, in line with the National policy of the Australian 
Labor Party. 
We deplore the gaoling of Charles Martin. 
Wlien we took office, we anticipated an involvement in the question of the detention of 
people convicted for breaches of the National Service Act. We immediately took steps to see 
whether we had any power to countermand the decisions of the Commonwealth Government 
in tlie matter. We found that we have no power at all to do so. Section 120 of the Federal 
Constitution is the section relevant to the matter, and it is binding on the States. 
It reads as folio ws: 
"Every State sliall make provison for the detention in its prisons of persons accused or 
convicted of offences against tiie laws of tbe Commonwealth, and for the punishment of 
persons convicted of such offences, and the Parliament ofthe Commonwealth may make laws 
to give effect to this provision." 
This means that where people are convicted in Courts of crimes against Commonwealth Acts 
and are then sentenced to imprisonment by Courts exercising Commonwealth jurisdiction. 
State Governments have absolutely no power to interfere. 
Tlie South Australian Government cannot issue instructions to the Comptroller of Prisons that 
nin counter to any warrant of tlie Courts exercising Commonwealth jurisdiction. If it did tlie 
Comptroller would simply point out that such an instruction would be illegal and 
unconstitutional. 
Nor has the Governor of South Australia acting on the advice of Executive Council any power 
to pardon anyone for a breach ofa Commonwealth Act. Charles Martin is in a State prison, 
but he is there on the warrant of a Court exercising Commonwealth jurisdiction, backed by 
tlie provisions of the Commonwealth Constitution. He can only be relea.<!ed from prison by 






In September last year Mrs. Bevan made a statement attacking "University students" and 
the methods they adopted to effect change. Having also expressed a wish to meet with and 
talk to students she was contacted and subsequently spoke on campus. 
Last week this letter from Mrs. Bevan reached Semper office. 
SINCE i last spoke to you at this university and some of you will remember because i was 
angry at the same time i wanted to know what made young intelligent people behave 
in a manner the general public did not understand and in fact it displeased and 
shocked them 
AT the time i fett i was right in fact I still feel i was right on my two main points - the 
mr quang affair and the attack on the uni army building - and i will not concede one 
inch on those points it was not so much your protesting but the course it took it 
completely destroyed the very thing you wanted me to believe which of course was 
your concern for humanity 
WHEN i went home i did not forget you i could not forget you you also were angry and 
hurt and whats more i found many of you sincere at least you had the guts to protest 
and show your feelings .*. how you acted in my eyes was wrong but basically your 
protest was right 
OVER the past weeks i have been over my life step by step you may think oh god who 
wants to hear her life story dont worry i am only going to reveal parts that fit 
thousands of working men and women and basic wage earners those that have 
suffered poverty and still do our old aged pensioners which appears to be my future 
all those that struggle for an existence is this lousy world 
THE very ones whose leaders say to them in time of war or any crisis give us your blood 
sweat and tears tighten your belts grin and bear it work harder who remind us 
constantly how our pioneers almost built this country with their bare hands who 
reared children struggled through a depression and in doing so had nothing left to 
prepare for the day when they grew old and could give no more 
WHAT their leaders forget to tell them is when you have done all this we wilt give you a few 
dotlars a fortnight we will take away your dignity by forcing you to appeal to 
charities for help to exist i think with the first pension cheque they should add a 
little note saying when you can no longer stand this persecution please call at this 
office where on your request we will issue you with a little pill which will put you 
out of your misery hence cheques to the value of the next 6 months will be paid to 
an undertaker of your choice who wilt at least afford you more dignity i"n death than 
your country did in the few remaining years of your life strong words - not strong 
enough 







many of you khow the feeling of not having enough to eat or having to go to 
charities for a food voucher or clothing for your children because your wage earner is 
unemployed or sick maybe the pressure of the struggle beat him and he just walked 
away its not what it does to the parents but what it does to the children 
we haye let it happen some dont care some do care but dont know what to do 
about it still others are afraid to do anything about it they may lose face or miss out 
has happened to our country what price must be paid for her to be recognised as a 
nation must we allow a few to grow fat rich and powerful on the sweat blood and 
tears of the good hard working average aussie or on the poverty of the less fortunate 
and the greatest shame of all - at the expense of our aged poor who have given their 
working years and now wait for death 
we afraid that our young people with their keener minds their desire for a little 
more justice and an even greater desire for peace are going to start doing something 
about it. 
we afraid that they may reveal things that make us ieel ashamed of our country are 
we so old stubborn and stupid that we cannot say tothem lets get down to it maybe 
with our experience of life lived and their youthful enthusiasm and desire for a better 
deal and a peaceful world we may be able at least to start doing something to clean 
up the bloody mess we have made so that they may hand over to their children 





2 hours study a day- for 
12 days to attain 120-200 
wpm speeds. Easy method 
proven fay thousands In USA, 
Write for details or send 
$15.95 full price for the 
12 lesson course. Success 
or money back guaranteed. 
SMITHSON (S/H) 
74 HAUDINC ST., HEND8A, 
QLD, 4011 
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STUDENT ACCOMMODATION 
the bethlehem factor 
SEMPER: You've indicated in the press and 
elsewhere that the business of finding 
accommodation for students is becom-
ing rather desperate, ts there any long 
term solution to the problem? 
MISS MACGROARTY (Accommodations 
officer): The only way out that t can 
see is in the construction or purchase 
of flats by the union or the university 
itself. This idea was raised several years 
ago on council but it was felt to be 
uneconomical. 
SEMPER: At what stage, then, in the future 
is there likely to be some sort of crisis? 
MISS MACGROARTY: 1 think the crisis is 
already upon us. 
Economically, there are three types of 
outcast in Australia-aborigines, pensioners, 
and university students-and not surprisingly 
they all have an accommodation problem. 
Official treatment of our aborigines is now 
infamous, and the treatment of pensioners is 
only just beginning to get the attention it 
deserves. However the disaffiliation of 
students, particularly those not blessed with 
'comfortably well-off parents is a far more 
subtle issue. Anyone here who has recently 
been looking for a flat or house will know 
immediately what I mean. 
To the rest what follows will probably seem 
irrelevant; but there is a problem of injustice 
involved in student accommodation that 
needs pointing out and which is related to 
the more complex question of the role, and 
dilemma of students in a rapidly acquisitive 
and materialistic society. 
Part of the problem is that there is a cult of 
poverty, almost a mystique about being poor 
prevalent amongst us. In consequence most 
of us are satisified with inferior living 
conditions, and even tend to cultivate this as 
a symbolic or unconscious rejection of 
bougeois values, 
Thus tattered leather costs are 'fashionable' 
and jeans must be made to look old and 
faded before we dare be seen wearing them. 
We smoke Drum and not the more expensive 
tailor made cigarettes (unmindful of the fact 
that to a realty poor person any kind of 
cigarette is a luxury). Hitch-hiking is 
infinitely more thing than riding in a bus; 
eating a pie or a tin of yoghurt in the refec. 
'less embarrassing than a steak. 
So saying that students live unhappily in 
sub-standard flats is tantamount to saying 
that Mrs. Henry Ford III feels uncomfort-
able in a mink coat. And in any case the 
whole affair is a nice and temporary 
Experiment on the road to eventual 
professional security. 
Now I'm not denying that for others the 
question of poverty is definitely not an 
illusion and this is why I say the whole 
problem is subtle. The realty poor students 
are just as much victims of sub-cultural 
norms as they are victims of real-estate 
capitalism. 
SEMPER: Well then, what is the situation 
with real-estate agents? 
MISS MACGROARTY: There are about 
four agents vvho are really helpful, 
apart from private individuals who 
regularly advertise their homes or flats 
with us. The other agents do a lot of 
harm. Tiiey really crack down on 
students and refuse point-blank to 
have anything to do with them. But 
tlie funny thing is that when students 
become graduates and want to buy a 
home they are welcomed with open 
arms 
FOR SALE: RAYNER & GREEN, R.E.I.Q, 
This magnificent modern home, valued at $90,000 with $10,000 landscaping 
(obviously yet to be undertaken) Is being offered for sate in the prestige suburb of 
St. Lucia, at the ridiculously low price of 350,000. The owners have been forced to 
sell prior to occupation in an effort to defray the high costs of their business. 
Luxuriously but tastefully furnished in a style befitting a top government official, 
entertainer, etc., this valuable property may be inspected on appointment by 
phoning 71 1377, ext. 200. 
SEMPER: Does the fact that the university 
is located in a fairly upper-class suburb 
make for much difficulty? 
MISS MACGROARTY: I doubt it. Even if 
the university was in the middle of a 
poor suburb tiiere would always be an 
excess of demand for housing over 
supply. And this naturally gives the 
agencies an unchallenged ability to 
pick and choose clients. 
The point of this article is that it's time that 
a union which recently built a half-million 
dollar 'house' for thespian activities and a 
Vice-Chancellor who recently built a 
hundred-thousand dollar house for himself 
did something about it. Small hope. 
The central problem is that students as a 
group have been so publicly maligned and 
the agencies are in such a secure bargaining 
position that merely finding a place to live is 
becoming virtually impossible. 
They are being forced to travel miles out of 
their way, or alternatively to pay blatantly 
inflated prices. And lets face it the college 
system is both an unhealthy and an 
expensive anachronism. The college princi-
ples freely admit that their prices are high 
precisely because they have to cover the 
costs of being empty during the long 
vacation, tn any case colleges are beyond the 
reach of married students defacto or 
otherwise,and young people anyway would 
find any kind of rule system, or warden 
system intolerable. 
Now La Trobe university has begun to build 
self-contained flats to replace the college as a 
university institution altogether. Presumably 
it manages to survive elsewhere for parents 
who want to send their children to 
university and feel that they are safely 
supervised or for those students who can't 
cook. 
According to Miss Macgroarty's figures there 
are about four and a half to five thousand 
students at this university living away from 
home. Which in rough figures means that the 
members of this union are under-writing the 
local real-estate industry to the tune, of three 
million dollars a year I 
Now is it or is it not feasible to suggest that 
perhaps this money could be channelled into 
some kind of housing co-operative instead of 
into the pockets of recalcitrant land-lords, 
A comparable finance-scheme already exists 
for the staff to facilitate their housing 
problems. Obviously a housing co-operative 
on the scale proposed in this article would 
take a fair amount of organisation and time , 
but there is no reason why the initial steps 
should be beyond us. A few cheap houses in 
Taringa (such as we all love) could be 
purchased and let and the revenue then held 
over for the deposit on others-there's no 
reason why we can't use .capitalist tech-
niques to eventually undermine its strangle-
hold. 
Then imagine a situation in which the whole 
of St. Lucia, Toowong, West End, and 
Taringa were liberated territory! 
Another Harlem, another Watts, a massive 
geographic concentration of seething anti-
social life styles. In no time Dick Stiearman 
would be Lord Mayor . . . 
TODAY BRISBANE! TOMORROW , . 
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the ofthe 
university worter: 
tdll<ing to pat cranich 
No doubt most students are familiar with 
the Uni. groundsmen and more particularly 
with the car-parking attendants. We give 
them little consideration except to occasion-
ally abuse them for giving us a ticket. Less 
familiar are we with their job conditions, 
their wages and a system which forces them 
into a position where hostilities, however 
ephemeral and superficial, are directed 
against them personalty, rather than at a 
society which, because of its preoccupation 
with profits and war, cannot order properly 
its priorities and provide adequate finances 
for education as well as other 'social 
problem' areas. 
The worker, whether industrial or white-
collar, does not enjoy a priveleged position 
in Australia. And for all the talk of 
equalitarianism, pluralism, etc. we do live in 
a society based on class. 
Students are priveleged because only a very 
small proportion of youth gets the oppor-
tunity to undertake tertiary education. This, 
plus the positions we expect to take up after 
graduating, often make students cynical 
towards workers and denigratory to them 
personally. Most students have a middle-class 
background; from the out set we are 
inculcated with prejudices against the 
worker. This is reinforced by almost daily 
attacks on trade unions and rank and file 
activity in the press. We uncritically accept 
the thesis that wage increases are the major 
cause of inflation, white unbridled increases 
occur in profits and prices. 
The men concerned in the following 
interview are representative of a class that is 
disadvantaged in many ways. The Uni. 
watchmen and gate keepers sell their labour 
power for $45.45 a week. This, the so-called 
Minimum Wage, is nothing less than 
inhuman. Yet there are thousands of 
workers and their families living on this 
pittance in Australia. They live off hire-
purchase and buy articles which fall apart 
before payments are completed. Their 
children do not get the opportunity to come 
to Uni. Only 7% of Uni, students in 
Australia come from a working-class back-
ground. 
However, the plight of workers will become 
clearer in the following interview with Mr, 
Pat Cranich, Chief Traffic Officer at 
Queensland Uni. who is spokesman for 
about 20 watchmen and gate keepers asking 
for a $10 a week pay increase. They deserve 
our fullest support-Venceremosll 
GERARD VIGNOLA. 
INT.: Could you provide the background 
details to your dispute with the 
University, Mr, Cranich. 
P.C.: About October of last year, the 
gatekeepers, the watchmen, the 
transport drivers and myself, 
decided to see the V.C, with view 
of asking for a wage increase of $10 
a week for the gatekeepers, watch-
men and drivers. We all saw the 
V.C; everyone was present includ-
ing me and I was deputized as 
spokesman for the men. The V.C. 
saw us in his room and we 
presented the facts that the men 
were married with 4 or 5 children 
and some with more and that the 
$45.45 a week was inadequate to 
meet the requirements of their 
home budgets. We pointed out we 
were the poorest paid on campus. 
We were directed by the V.C. to go 
back through the staff officer Mr, 
Sheffield, which we did. During the 
interview with Mr. Sheffield, we 
suggested that he get the particulars 
from other universities of wages 
paid to the watchmen and gate-
keepers at the respective uni-
versities. Four and a half months 
had elapsed and we hadn't heard 
there are others here receiving more 
than the $10. 
INT.: After the 6% wage increase arising 
from the National Wage Case, last 
year most Uni. Vice-Chancel tors 
throughout Australia stated that 
Uni. fees rhay have to be increased. 
Now, it doesn't seem to me that 
because of non-academic wage rises, 
fees should automatically be in-
creased. Fees comprise a relatively 
small amount of total university 
revenues. Further, I believe that at 
the beginning of 1970, academic 
staff received rather large salary 
increments and there seems to be 
somewhat of a disparity between 
$45.45 and their salaries. (Professors 
receive approximately $14,400 per 
annum). 
P.C, 
anything from the authorities, so 
the men were very disheartened as a 
result of this and directed me to go 
to the V.C, over the Registrar, who 
we understood was the fly in the 
oitment and find out what had 
been done, and to give notice to the 
V.C that unless anything was done 
we would go out on strike on the 
first day of term. The men pointed 
out that they had to get somewhere 
and point out to the Admin, that 
they had a sincere case and wanted 
to bo heard. Now, Prof. Webb with 
the Registrar and Mr, Sheffield saw 
us in the Admin, building about the 
11th February from memory. It 
was stated by Prof. Webb that they 
were on a grant from the Govern-
ment and could not pay us the $10 
and if they did, the Government 
would cut back the grant given to 
them, I don't think this is the case, 
P.C: The Registrar, Mr. Rayner, did tell 
us that the 6% wage increase had 
knocked the Uni. cock-eyed-to use 
- his own word and that this was 
causing hardship. By the way, we 
haven't received this 6% increase 
yet. I understand it is to be paid on 
the Sth March. Prof. Webb has told 
us to come back and see them late 
July or early August, This could be 
an .indication that the Uni, is 
> expecting a lift from the Govern-
ment or that they're expecting 
someone to come to the party 
concerning finances between now 
and August. 
INT.: Mr. Cranich, you personally work 
here seven days a week to bring in 
enough to take care of your family 
of 10 children, I imagine this is the 
case with most of the men and that 
there would be, therefore, a reluct-
ance to go out on strike over the 
issue. 
Yes, this is very true, I personally 
couldn't afford to be out the gate 
for half an hour with my tribe, and 
I receive $10 a week more because I 
am the Traffic Supewisor, I'm given 
this because the powers that be 
off-load their responsibilities on my 
shoulders. Plenty of the men have 
got 4 or 5 kiddies to keep and they 
are much in the same boat; they 
couldn't afford to strike either. But 
they feel so strongly as a result of 
the Admin, not coming to the party 
that they were going to take this 
action had the Admin, not seen 
them when they did, 4% months 
after waiting for an answer. If it 
was an academic show they would 
have been answered within 48 
hours or there would have been hell 
to play. 
Most of the men are members of 
the Miscellaneous Worker's Union, 
or have become members since the 
issue arose. Has there been support 
from officials of the M.W.U. since 
the dispute began. 
I understand the M.W.U. are going 
to see Dr. Rayner with a view of 
holding a meeting vyith all its 
members out here on the campus, I 
am unofficially informed too, that 
several of the Union Staff members 
were paid the 6% rise. The union 
has asked Dr, Rayner for a room 
here to hold a meeting here with all 
its members in attendance. They 
realize we have reasons for com-
plaint with the $45.45. Personalty, 
I don't think the union can 
completely get out of this either. 
This was thrown back to us by the 
Admin., Dr. Rayner and Prof. Webb 
suggested we get on the union's 
back and make the unions go to the 
court to get the rise for us and that 
thousands of union members must 
be In the same position. This is so. 
But many of them have two jobs, 
working on the weekends. We don't 
get this opportunity here on cam-
pus, I drive the feeder bus to the 
Colleges on the weekend. There are 
not many opportunities here for tiie 
men. We have weekend watchmen 
here, but the Uni, Admin, would 
not pay the regular watchmen to do 
the weekend work because it would 
entail too much Penalty rates and 
overtime. The traffic men are 
probably the least thought of by the 
Admin, If the Governor or some 
celebrity comes into the ground 
and hasn't been seen, we get 
"Where are the traffic men, why 
didn't they keep the place clear for 
the official cars?" Half the time we 
• are not advised of official visitors 
who are coming here till an hour or 
a couple of hours before they 
arrive, 
INT,; You have raised the question of fob 
conditions which seem to be rather 
consistent with the tow wages you 
receive. Presumably too, poor 
working conditions would be 
matched by difficult living con-
ditions. 
P.C: The Credit Union has been the 
Father Xmas to all we watchmen 
and gatekeepers. In fact two-thirds 
or more of the cleaning-staff who 
are all on the same salary range as 
we are, are all members of the 
Credit Union. We're all in the same 
boat, shockingly paid. All of the 
men have difficulties such as rates. 
When your rates come up, how are 
you going to find $88 for rates out 
of $45 a week. Its nearly impos-
sible. Some of us have been 
summonsed by the Brisbane City 
Council. We have to borrow this 
from the Credit Union at about $20 
a fortnight. You take this out of 
$90 a fortnight, plus a few bob for 
medical benefits and their tax and 
say $3 or $4 a week for petrol to 
come to work, it makes it so 
difficult that these men are just 
existing and that's about all. It's 
time the Uni. came to the party and 
did something to help us out, 
INT.: The Federal Government and the 
nation's employers maintain that 
inflation is largely due to wage 
increases. The Admin, maintains 
that because of the recent wage 
rise, student fees will be increased. 
What do you think is the reason the 
Uni. won't accede to your demands 
and what is your attitude to 
student support and students gen-
erally. 
P.C: Well first, the main reason the 
University authorities give us is that 
INT. 
P.C 
they are paying us in accordance 
with the Award and if they paid us 
$10 over the award, they would be 
jumped on by the Government. I 
think this is a lot of matarkey. 
We've been approached by the Staff 
Association and by an academic 
who asked us would we like the 
support of the students and asked 
my views regarding the students. 
I've openly expressed my views 
about the students. I've been here 
nearly 14 years. I've been a member 
of the Force and I defend the 
students against the Police. I've had 
very little trouble with the stu-
dents, even though I got a belting in 
November and still believe students 
were responsible. I couldn't praise 
the students too highly because 
they have always played the game 
with me. I met a party of the 
radical students here in the Admin. 
Building with Mr. Munro the 
Assistant Registrar. I saw this body 
and I'm convinced that the radicals 
I saw anyway did not have a clue. I 
feel that this came from a section 
other than the radicals, it could 
have been the hangers-on. 
At present, it seems that the 
university will not agree to your 
wage rise and has even shifted the 
responsibility onto the Miscellane-
ous Workers Union to take it to 
Court. They have asked you to see 
them late July or eariy August. This 
appears to be a stalling tactics. 
What does the rank and file think 
about this and what do they 
consider would be a just decision. 
Well, it does look as if they're 
stalling and passing the buck onto 
the M.W.U,, I thought this all along, 
and so do other members of the 
body. It has been 3 weeks since we 
last heard from them about their 
looking into the proposed allow-
ances for our cars. Five dotlars 
would be a reasonable amount to 
give the men. When you finish early 
in the morning, it's difficult to get 
transport. When you get employed 
here-watchmen, gatekeepers, clean-
ers-yoli're asked do you have 
transport, proving my point that 
the Uni, considers this essential. If 
they recognize this, then surely it is 
their responsibility to come to the 
party. 
If they were genuine about it, they 
would decide before August, It's 
onty a stall. They're hoping that, in 
the meantime, the M.W.U. will go 
to the court. They have said, 
however, that if the Court give a 
$10 increase, they would willingly 
pay it. These are Dr, Rayner's 
words. I think he realizes that this 
is not likely to be ratified by the 
Court, because I think the best rise 
the M.W.U. has had in the last 5 or 
6 years is in the S2-$2,50 mark. 
INT.: It seems rather ironic that an 
institution-the University—which 
claims to be in the vanguard of 
progress, doesn't recognize the 
principle of workers' bargaining for 
over-award payments outside the 
Arbitration court. It seems ironic 
too, that the V.C. can spend so 
much on a new house and yet the 
University will not give 16-20 men 
a $10 a week pay rise. 
P.C: Yes, these are the facts. As I say, 
there would onty be 16-20 of us 
involved. I suppose you v/ould have 
to take Townsville Uni. into ac-
count. I don't think it would cost 
them a fortune to satisfy our 
demands. After all. Mr. Sheffield 
did tell us that we were a long way 
behind other Uni.'s. We only asked 
for $10 and I think that it is a 
shocking state of affairs that they 
won't give us this money. It is a 
reasonable request and the men are 
well worthy of it. 
INT.: What provision is made for the men 
after retirement, say in the form of 
superannuation. 
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P.C: The gatekeepers and the watchmen 
are not eligible to join the super-
annuation scheme, we don't come 
into that category at all. All the 
men have got to took forward to is 
an old age pension-they're covered 
by no scheme whatsoever and 
consequently most hang on as long 
as they possibly can. Most retire at 
65, but if you're a good boy and 
keep you're sheet clean, you can 
stay on until you're 70. These 
fellows are virtually working up to 
their box until they're ready to be 
planted. 
ATROCmES AREM'T VWAT T>iEY 
USED TO Be. WE NAZIS KNEW 
EVERY VICnM. SOMEn^ AES 
WETO«nJREOTHEMR». 
MONntS 6EF0<^ WE Q^ SSEO 
"mEM. THERElS NO SUB5TI-
TirrC fOR OlO-FASHIOMEO 
aERMAN CBAFTSMANSHIP.' 
THOSE CAREl£5S AMERICANS 
DOOP BOfABS AND NAPAiM ON 
AWymiNG. EVEN THEIR OWN 
TROOPS.' SUJPpy,' ANO IT 
TAKES TMEWk NEAWy Z YEA«S 
TO SET THEIR ATRocrry 
PHOmS INTO PRINT &JCH 
INEFFiaENCY,' D is f iusr iNe / 
THEY HAWE NO D|SCII>tlNE.' 
I PER30HAU.y STOOD BEHIND 
EVERY ATBDCtTY AMERICANS 
DOh^ EVEN KNOW WHO GIVES 
THE ORDERS.' THE/ BLAME 
THE lOWEST BANKIN6 OFFICER, 
AS IF rr WAS SOMETHING 
BE ASHAMED OR 
THCy HAVE UJT5 OF EXPEN-
SIVE NEW WEAPONS, BUT 
THEy OONY K I U AS MANY 
CIVILIANS A6 WE DID WITH 
OOR OlD EQUIPMENT. WM 
WE CDOUD HAVE DONE WITH 
THEIR KWOWARE.' IT'S 
INSPIRING TO THINK OF. 
OH WELL, PERHAPS TM 700 
SEVERE. T H E / R E lEARNINS. 
THEBElS HOPE FOR THEM YET. 
ms - B-
10 semper floreat march 10 1971 
THE mST UIORD IH BRIf ISH 
JUSTICE 
the curious case of mark georgiou 
On Friday Febmary 19, 1971, Mark 
Georgiou a former law student, was found 
guilty on a charge of assaulting a policeman 
by a jury of 12 men in the District Court, 
Brisbane. The charge arose from the 
September 4 incidents at Queensland 
University last year. The policeman who 
brought the charges against Georgiou was 
one plain-clothes constable John Kevin 
Vincent O'Gorman. 
Having sat through the magistrate's hearing 
on October 12 last year, and the last three 
days of the week-long trial in Febmary, it 
came as an immense shock to me to hear the 
jury announce its verdict. 
The transcript of tiie trial amounts to 
something like 300 pages of type-written 
foolscap. The photographic evidence was 
confusing and inconclusive, even to those of 
us who were present on September 4,1970. 
God alone knows what the jury made of it. 
The main body of evidence was arranged in 
the conflicting testimonies of the prosecu-
tion witnesses on the one hand (mainly 
policemen) and the defence witnesses on the 
other (mainly students and university 
people). It seemed obvious that a verdict of 
not guilty would imply tiiat the police were 
lying and the university people telling the 
truth, whereas a verdict of guilty would 
imply that the university people were lying 
and the police were telling the ti-uth. The 
verdict was guilty. The implication was that 
the jury believed the police were telling the 
truth. I for one am left wondering how 
much of the jury's thinking was influenced 
by their possible belief that policemen are 
not, under any circumstances, liars or by 
their possible antagonism to students In 
general, or by the distortion of the events in 
tiie mass media reports following September 
4,1970, 
Mr. Sturgess, in defence of Georgiou, warned 
the jury in summing up of three funda-
mental principles of law, the "portholes 
through which they must review the 
evidence"-
(1) that the onus of proving the case 
against the accused rests complete-
ly upon the Crown; 
(2) that they must be convinced 
beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
prosecution's case before they 
could justifiably render a verdict of 
guilty (if they had a reasonable 
doubt, he told them, they must 
give the benefit of that doubt to 
the accused not as a grace or 
favour, but as a matter of law); 
(3) their verdict must be a unanimous 
verdict. 
One wonders how much attention the jury 
paid to the evidence, which as far as I and 
many other people at the trial could see, did 
in no way prove beyond a reasonable doubt 
that Georgiou was guilty. How much was the 
jury influenced by the fact that Mark 
Georgiou was, firstly, a university student, 
and secondly a self-confessed "radical" 
(whatever that means)? 
One of the strange things about the charge 
against Georgiou was that even though 
several policemen claim to have been 
assaulted on September 4, Georgiou is the 
only student who was charged with assault^  
And that charge was not made until 
September 14. Did it take plain-clothes 
constable John Kevin Vincent O'Gorman 10 
days to realise that he had been assaulted? 
Anyone who was there on September 4 
knows that, throughout the entire after-
noon's perfonmance, several students attack-
ed several policemen and several policemen 
attacked several students. Was John Kevin 
Vincent O'Gorman acting on his own 
initiative in bringing charges against 
Georgiou or was he perhaps prompted by 
person or persons unknown somewhere up 
in the higher echelons of police and/or 
Government Administration, so as not, to li 
the police look like the fools most peop: 
thought they were on September 4 last year 
Why didn't all the policemen who claimed t 
have been assaulted by students on that da 
also bring charges? Was it sufficient t 
victimise just one student as a token gestur 
to the community that the police were nc 
going to be put down in their eyes by 
bunch of ratbag commie longhairs? 
Errol O'Neil 
- appeal- I If you were there on September 4 last y e a r . . . 
Even if you weren't, . . 
If you have sympathy for the victims of a corrupt, antiquated legalsystem 
GIVE TO THE MARK GEORGIOU LEGAL EXPENSES APPEAL, 
WE NEED $1,500 TO COVER THE LEGAL EXPENSES OF THE TRIAL. 
REMEMBER! It could just as easily have been YOU'.! 
Give donations to collectors on campus or send to Georgiou Appeal 
C/ - E. O'Neill, 
22 St. Lucia Rd.,-
ST. LUCIA. 4067. 
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^ ^ ^ O N ^ I T U T I O N AND 
REGULATION CHANGES 
DELETE THE WORDS "NUAUS" 
WHEREVER THEY APPEAR IN THE 
CONSTITUTION OF THE UNIVERSITY 
OF QUEENSLAND UNION AND IN-
SERT THE WORDS "AUS" (Conitttutlon 
Change). - . 
IN SECTION 4(8| OF THE CONSTITU-
TION, INSERT BEFORE THE DEFINI-
TION OF COLLEGE THE WORDS " 
'AUS' MEANS AUSTRALIAN UNION 
OF STUDENTS". (Constitution Change). 
DELETE THE W^ORDS "NUAUS" 
WHEREVER THEY APPEAR IN THE 
REGULATIONS AND INSERT THE 
WORDS "AUS", (Regulation Change). 
DELETE REGULATION 11.2 AND RE-
NUMBER REGULATION 11.3, 11.2 
(Regulation Change). 
4.15 
NOTWITHSTANDING ANY LISTS OF 
DUTIES CONTAINED ELSEWHERE IN 
THESE REGULATIONS, ANY OFFICER 
OR COMMITTEE OF THE UNION 
SHALL PERFORM SUCH ADDITIONAL 
"APPROPRIATE DUTIES AS COUNCIL 
MAY FROM TIME TO TIME DETER-
MINE, (Regulation Change). 
1.1.3 AND RENUMBER TH^ REMAIN-
ING SUBSECTIONS OF REGULATION 
1.1. ACCORDINGLY. (Regulation 
Change). ' ' 
INSERT AFTER THE WORD "MOTION" 
IN REGULATION 1.1.5 THE WORDS 
"OR TAKE PART IN ANY DEBAJE", 
(Regulation Chenge). 
IN REGULATION 3,1.6 (a) AMEND THE 
WOROS $46 TO READ $58. (Regulation 
Change). 
Universities 
Elizabeth Riddell talks 
to Vice Chancellors and 
Student Leaders, 
All this week in 
THE AUSTRALIAN 
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When, in November 1964, the Menzies 
government calmly announced that Australia 
was so desperatly weak as to warrant the 
immediate introduction of the call-up, it was 
the first time that conscription had been 
introduced in Asutratia without consulting 
the people through a referendum. Moreover 
the Act was introduced and implemented as . 
a Cabinet decision-there was no parliament-
ary debate and vote. 
At the timlB, the move was made in the 
context of the Malaysian-Indonesian crises-
no reference was made to the already large 
conflict in Vietnam. When it was mentioned 
that national servicemen might be posted 
overseas, it was with the understanding that 
this would occur in peaceful areas, such as 
those already occupied by the regular army 
in Malaya. 
Within months the first conscript had been 
kilted in South Vietnam. From the moment 
of its introduction conscription was opposed 
by the A.L.P. Members of the Labour Party 
expressed shock and moral outrage at the 
way the whote thing had been implemented. 
But to a public naturally cynical of the game 
of parliamentary democracy the lines 
between moral shock and party politicking 
were very hard to discern. 
Various church groups and peace organiza-
tions reviewed the situation and made 
recommendations that the Act be modified 
in numerous ways, tt has in fact been 
amended in several places since it was first 
brought in. But by far the largest of the 
various social-political movements generated 
by this legislation has been the Resistance 
movement. 
The important feature of the various 
Resistance movements in Australia is the 
declaration that individuals are morally 
entitled-perhaps, obliged-to break unjust 
laws-not simply surreptitiously or accident-
ally, but publicly and purposefully. Any 
examination of the government response to 
this position raises several fundamental 
questions about Australian society. More 
often than not, the reaction of defenders of 
the status quo within and outside the 
government, was to avoid debating the 
morality of the law at all. Certainly the 
general notion of breaking unjust taws was 
rarely dealt with in public debate. Rather 
the upholders of law and order have resorted 
to completely groundless verbal caricatures 
of the resistance movement. Whilst there 
have been fairly successful, in dealing with 
the movement in nebulous terms, the 
government has been faced with a rather 
different problem in trying to formulate 
policy with regard to specific individuals 
who have publicly announced their willing-
ness to serve time in jail. Just as the National 
Service Act poses a terrible dilemma for the 
20 year old, so too does resistance confuse 
the government. The taw can imprison 
'resistors, thus generating more dissent, or it 
can ignore them, thus encouraging more 
people to feat the act with the contempt it 
would deserve. 
But the policy of the government, taken 
over the last six years, seems to have 
adopted neither one nor the other course of 
action. And this is fairly confusing to the 
resistor. Originally, it appeared quite clear 
that the government would take action 
against draft evaders and resistors. The 
decision to non-comply was taken by young 
men who considered that they would almost 
certainty be apprehended at some stage. But 
government response has become increasingly 
selective as resistance has grown. It has also 
become rather "meek". If this were not the 
case, some 2,000 men would now be 
imprisoned in Australia. The overall eflect of 
this in consistent policy has been to make 
the resistor uncertain of his own fate. 
Whereas previously, the non-comptier could 
be fairly sure of either being jailed or 
"conscripted" it is now possible for the 
courts to declare him to be a conscientous 
objector against his will. Whereas the courts 
could once presumptiously claim to test the 
depth or sincerity of a CO,s claims, they can 
now declare him to have such claims when 
they don't exist. Whereas before 1964 the 
growing person had some kind of autonomy 
with regards to his attitudes towards warfare 
and foreign policy, he now has none. In a 
life where most decisions are ones involving 
choices which are very much forced, it seems 
that some are having even that small 
"luxury" withheld. 
Resistance to the National Service Act wilt 
increase. But if at any stage the government 
of Australia elects to suppress this move-
ment more forcefully than it has done to 
date, then the frustration and anger of 
people may well swell into a kind of protest 
somewhat different from the Moratoriums 
of last year. When that happens It may no 
longer be possible to coolly consider the 
Orwellian implications of the situation 
where the state can declare an individual's 
beliefs for him. Young men may start going 
to jail as positive act in defence of their 
conception of "freedom" rather than 
passively submitting to the indignity of 




the basic s U^" • f^  
A v/ell trained and efficient fighting force capable of carrying 
out commands and acting with initiative at all times. 
That is a basic soldier. That is what the Citizen Mititary Forces 
achieve. And you can be a part of it. 
Young men with ambition and backbone are trained in all 
facets of modern infantry. Part time you learn weapon skills 
and practical tactics with the latest weapons and equipment. 
Training consists of 19 days part-time training on evenings 
and weekends, and a 14 day annual camp per year. 
Besides the satisfaction of working with the latest equipment, 
you'll make some really good friends and 
receive tax-free pay for all training and exercise activities. 
For further information phone 701088/701089 or 
mail this coupon to: 
^d^im' 1 
i M p > ^mF Queensland University 
y'^j^S^AwA t Regiment, I 
,^'^<&xffl^-fM^* / Training Depot, | 
\ C > W l A > S i B I l»A»r r Walcolt street, 
\ % ; - i l ^ E j f f ^ ' n S i i i ' i i r t y ^ St. Lucia, OLD., 4067. I 
V'^^^^^^K^^VI Name 
iv^ ^w; •"«fia^ Address' 
llgSB S C H B ^ ^ ^ ^ k Business telephone no. 
.Wk3k CMF ! 
O l ^ ^ V ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ™ * CITIZEN MILITARY FORCES-
1 2 semper floreat march 10 1971 
sexual repression 
Obviously the problem of sexuality is a dual one: when I speak of female liberation, I mean 
liberation from tlie myths that have enslaved and confined women in their own minds as welt 
as in the minds of others; I don't mean liberation from men. Men and women are mutually 
oppressed by a culture and a heritage that mutilates the relationships possible between them. 
1. Mythology: 
The central problem is that this society had 
produced an image and a mythology of 
women that has deprived them of their 
humanity and creative role in society. For a 
variety of reasons, the family seems to be 
the primary agent of sexual repression in this 
society. For it is by defining woman 
primarily within the family that this society 
has deprived her of her humanity and her 
creativity. 
Both Simone de Beauvoir in The Second Sex 
and Juliet Mitchell have stressed what I have 
found to be very useful distinction between 
the mythotogized roles of men and women: 
Using de Beauvoir's terminology for a 
moment, men are encouraged to play out 
their lives in the realm of transcendence, 
whereas women are confined to immanence. 
This simply means that men work, create, do 
things, are in positions of authority, create 
their own histories; whereas women are 
confined to the home, where their function 
is not to create, but to maintain: Women 
keep house and raise children. Of course the 
reality is not quite like this, since work in 
capitalist society is usually alienating, 
stifling, and stunting, and most men 
engaging in it could hardly .be described as 
creating their own histories by transcending 
themselves. Within the present social con-
text, however, it is still true that ideological-
ly men are urged towards creativity and that 
women are not. As Juliet Mitchell says: 
"But women are offered a universe of 
their own: the family. Like woman 
herself, the family appears as a natural 
object, but it Is actually a cultural 
creation. There is nothing inevitable 
about the form or role of the family any 
more than there is about the character or 
role of women. It is the function of 
ideology to present these given social 
types as aspects of nature herself." 
(emphasis mine) 
Mitchell's use of the word ideology here is 
very important, because now she is talking 
about the dimension of consciousness; she is 
saying that women are ideologically oppress-
ed; that they are defining themselves in a 
culturally created way which they believe Is 
natural. The myth that women's natural 
place is in the home and that naturally she 
will find the fulfillment of her creativity in 
bearing and raising children and in submitt-
ing to a man is just that: a myth. More than 
that, it Is a terribly destructive myth, like 
most of the mythology of bourgeois society. 
As long as It is believed and adhered to by 
women as well as by men, it systematically 
destroys their real potential to develop as 
individuals rather than as marionettes. And I 
firmly believe that it is to women, and not 
to men, that this point has to lje made, 
because the most disturbing aspect of this 
whole question is the extent to which 
women cting tenaciously to these very 
conceptions of themselves which stunt their 
humanity. 
I want to consider first how a woman's role 
as a wife and the sociatizer of children acts 
as a stunting influence upon her creativity. 
Then I will look at the very complex 
question of the repression of female 
sexuality, and the resulting mutilation of 
male sexuality and the resulting disintegra-
tion of love relations in this society. 
One of the most pervading conceptions in 
the present ideology is that the family is a 
natural, inevitable phenomenon. Once this Is 
accepted, because of the apparent universal-
ity of the family, women are relegated 
automatically to a separate but (perhaps) 
equal status. As Mitchell says: 
"The casual chain then goes: Maternity, 
Family, Absence from Production and 
Public Life, Sexual Inequality. The 
lynch-pin in this line of argument is the 
idea of the family." 
It is the family, and the ideology that 
confines women to it, that prevents her from 
fully entering into the arena of production, 
not her relation to a man. A woman may 
stilt work white living with a man, although 
much of the mythology of the "wife" who 
maintains a home for her husband and lives 
for him and through him rather than for and 
through herself remains to be dealt with; but 
it is her relationship to her children which 
prevents her from seriously committing 
herself to a job. That doesn't mean, of 
course, that the job Is going to be creative. 
there will only be one winner out of 
thousands in the lottery of marriage." 
Marriage, finally, which is made to seem 
attractive and inevitable, is a trap. For giri 
children as well as mothers. Most women do 
not grow up to see themselves as producers, 
as creators-instead they see their mothers, 
their sisters, their women teachers, and they 
pattern themselves after them. They do not 
see women making history. As de Beauvoir 
says again: 
"She has always been convinced of mate 
superiority; this male prestige is not a 
childish mirage; it has economic and 
social foundations; men are surely 
masters of the worid. Everything tells the 
young girl that it is for her best interests 
to become their vassal." 
But to become a vassal, to live through 
another human being, is a deeply frustrating 
experience, and the subjected wife take? the 
Most of the jobs open to most women are 
unpleasant-(waitresses, salesclerks, nurses, 
secretaries, clerks, typists, etc.) The mere 
opening up of job opportunities to women 
thus does not solve the problem of women 
in production. Further, the nature of these 
jobs often makes marriage seem more 
attractive, thus backing up the mythology. 
As Simone de Beauvoir says: 
"Modern woman is everywhere permitted 
to regard her body as capital for 
exploitation. It is natural enough for 
many women workers and employees to 
see in the right to work only an 
obligation from which marriage- will 
deliver them. As long as the temptations 
of convenience exist-in the economic 
inequality that favour certain individuals 
and the recognized right of women to sell 
herself to one of these privileged 
men—she will need to make a greater 
moral effort than would a man in 
choosing the role of Indpendence. It has 
not been sufficiently recognized that the 
temptation is also an obstacle, and even 
one of the most dangerous. Here it is 
accompanied by a hoax, because in fact 
revenge of the frustrated. Ultimately, it is a 
terrible revenge. 
I should note here that much of this pattern 
of wifely subservience is changing, and I 
would like to make it quite clear that I am 
referring to those women (who still comprise 
a large part of the total population) who 
would define themselves as wives and who 
do not work or have another project. Their 
husbands have projects; they do not. They 
revenge themselves upon the agent of their 
own emptiness, and thus the man is 
mutilated by his supposedly subservient 
wife. I also want to make It clear that I am 
not talking about men oppressing women 
here. This is a situation which arises out of 
expectations and role definitions that are 
ideological and that imprison both men and 
women: 
"Men," writes de Beauvoir, "are enchain-
ed by reason of their very sovereignty; it 
is because they alone earn money that 
their wives demand checks; it is because 
they atone engage in a business or 
profession that their wives require them 
to be successful, it is because they alone 
embody transcendence that their wives 
wish to rob them of it by taking charge of 
their projects and successes. If the wife 
seeks desperately to bend him to her will, 
it is because she is alienated to him. He 
will free himself in freeing her." (empha-
sis mine) 
Martha in "Who's Afraid of Virginia 
Woolfe?" is exactly the kind of wife who is 
out to get her husband for both his 
transcendence and his lack of it. George's 
woridly failure is a constant source of 
humiliation to her for which she continually 
torments him. Her own energies have found 
no other outlet, except in fantasies of 
motherhood, which brings us to the next 
aspect of women's exploitation in the 
family. 
The myth that childbearing and rearing is 
the fulfillment of a woman's destiny Is be 
far, in my opinion, the most damaging and 
destructive myth that imprisons her. Having 
children Is no substitute for creating one's 
own life, for producing. And since so many 
women in this culture devote themselves to 
nothing else, they end up by becoming 
intolerable burdens upon their children 
because in fact these children are their whote 
lives. Juliet Mitchell has caught the situation 
exactly; 
"At present, reproduction in our society 
Is often a kind of sad mimicry of 
reproduction. Work In a capitalist society 
is an alienation of labour in the making of 
a social product which Is confiscated by 
capital. But it can still sometimes be a 
real act of creation, purposive and 
responsible, even in conditions of the 
worst exploitation. Maternity is often a 
caricature of this. The biological pro-
duct-the child-is treated as if it were a 
solid product." 
So we have the forty or fifty-year old 
woman complaining to her grown child: "But 
I gave you everything." This is quite true; 
this is the tragedy. It is a gift the child 
hardly wanted, and indeed many children 
are daily mutilated by it. And It leaves 
women at the waning of their years with the 
feeling that they have been deceived, that 
their children are ungrateful, that no one 
appreciates them because they have come to 
the realization that they have done notiiing. 
This Is not to say that there are not women 
who genuinely love their children or 
anything of the kind. It merely points out 
that the prevailing ideology leads many 
women into the mistake of thinking that 
having children will be the ultimate project 
(to use de Beauvoir's terminology again) of 
their lives. Just because women bear children 
does not necessarily mean that they must 
rear them. It certainly does not mean that 
this is all they should do. But this society 
has seen to it that there are no other 
institutions for the rearing of children 
except the nuclear family. 
2. Repressed Female Sexuality 
The second problem-that of the repressed 
female sexuality-Is so vast, unexplored and 
variegated that what I have to say only 
represents a few scattered thoughts largely 
taken from my own experience and those of 
my friends. I'll try later to relate them to the 
work of Marcuse and Wilhelm Reich. 
The problem of sexuality again cleariy 
illustrates that men and women are oppress-
ed together in an institutional framework 
which makes inhuman demands of them and 
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inculcates destructive beliefs about them-
selves, I want to stress, though, that we 
wo'men shouldn't become obsessed with 
freeing ourselves from sick male sexuality. It 
is more important to free ourselves from the 
structures which make both mate and female 
sexuality sick. 
Since the myths emphasize male virility and 
female chastity, within the family men have 
been inculcated with predatory attitudes 
while women have been filled with profound 
sexual fear. From early infancy women have 
had deep sexual inhibitions instilled within 
them, and these fears and Inhibitions are so 
tenacious that even when you consciously 
reject the morality of your parents, you 
often find that your body will not obey the 
dictates of your mind. You can believe in 
sexual freedom and still be frigid. For many 
years that was certainly true for me. 
I have talked to very many women about 
this subject and have found that almost all 
of them have had the same experience or 
similar ones; they found that their ideas had 
changed, but that they still could not 
respond sexually. Many of these women, 
including myself, have finally succeeded in 
responding sexually, but only after a long 
and anguished period of doubt and fear and 
struggle. Many young girls, who feel only 
revulsion when they think they should feel 
ecstasy, react with immense relief when they 
are told that this is a quite common 
experience. Since of course this is not the 
kind of problem one ordinarily talks about, 
they did not know that anyone else had 
been through this, and they had thought 
that they were monsters. 
The repression of these young women is 
matched only by their sexual ignorance, 
which is of course integrally related to it. 
When I went into the dorms at the 
University of Toronto to talk about birth 
control, about half the girls there didn't 
understand the mechanics of menstruation. 
One of them asked me if when a man comes 
the sperm can actually be seen, like tittle 
tadpoles. This may sound funny, but It is 
realty tragic. How will women tike this react 
in a sexual situation, and what will be the 
effect upon the men who initiate them? 
Although there is a great deal of talk about 
sexual liberation and promiscuity floating 
around, my guess would be that the reality 
of the situation of many couples engaging in 
sexual relations is frigidity, fear, impotence, 
inhibition, and Ignorance. 
One of the most subtly destatctive effects 
the myth of female chastity has had is to 
make women lie about the nature of their 
own sexuality. While the prevailing myths 
about virility make men feel they must be 
predatory, the prevailing myths about 
female sexuality often make even semi-
liberated women demand to be treated as 
prey. This is a very complicated point; but I 
think it is Important enough to be treated at 
length because it illustrates the inter-
relationship between male and female sexual 
sickness. Even though it is generally 
admitted even now that women have desires 
and are supposed to respond sexually, / have 
noticed that even in supposedly radical 
circles girls can still be labelled "promis-
cuous." There are tremendous residual moral 
condemnations of female sexuality in all of 
us, in spite of our radical rhetoric. A woman, 
even a relatively sexually liberated one, 
often finds it hard to approach a man 
sexually the way a man can approach her. 
Needless to say, less liberated women wilt be 
even more dishonest about their desires. This 
means that since women will often be 
dishonest about their desires and encourage 
the man to pursue them, they force him to 
become the very predatory person that 
radical women object to. 
Sexual repression is clearly structural, and 
•the central agent of repression is the family, 
which lias inculcated both the subservience 
of women and sexual taboos. From infancy 
onwards we are all subjected to this process,, 
and this process is obviously related to the 
institutions of society. 
Much of the resentment of liberated women 
against men is sexual, because.they feel they 
are being treated as objects (as in fact they 
are). Fashion, advertising, movies, Playboy 
Magazine, all betray the fact that women are 
culturally conceived of as objects and, worse 
still, often accept this definition and try to 
make themselves Into a more desirable 
commodity on the sexual market. We must 
remember, however, that every month some 
woman is more willing to be the playmate of 
the month and that the problem exists in her 
consciousness as much as in that of the men 
who stare at her. This is ideology, 
self-definition, conscious acceptance of 
myths, and these things are related to 
institutions, to economic and social stmct-
ures. 
Wilhelm Reich and Herbert Marcuse both 
tried to deal with the institutional back-
ground of this mutilation of erotic life. 
While the agent of sexual repression and 
mutilation Is the family, it reflects, in 
microcosm, the demands of society. Reich 
argues that our society is systematically 
producing people through the family who 
are incapable of love and sexual surrender 
because it needs such people in order to 
perpetuate Itself. Parental repression in 
childhood, especially of sexuality, cuts down 
the vital vegetative side of life-the antithesis 
to the present mechanization of existence-
and has led to the building in the individual 
of an intricate character armour. This 
armour Is essentially fearful and protective, 
and prevents one from loving, because it 
keeps repressed and dammed up those life 
energies which would ordinarily flow out-
wards as love, which would let us surrender. 
So we fear love and sexuality, and are 
anxious and guilty about love-making. 
Reich postulates that sexual orgastic impo-
tence is directly related to the existence of 
this character armour, and that when this 
armour is broken down, the individual's 
loving, creative, and sexual energies are 
released. He also postulates that the neurotic 
character armoured Individual is a necessity 
for the present authoritarian mechanized 
capitalistic society, and that people freed of 
this armour find that they can no longer 
function in this society as successfully as 
before. These same people also found 
themselves, because of their new sexual 
responsiveness, much more serious about the 
importance of interpersonal relationships 
than before. i 
It is obvious that the changes that Reich 
observed in his patients who became capable 
of full sexual response has deep social and 
political implications. As he says: "The 
picture presented at the end by all of them 
was that of a different kind of society," 
namely one in which work was hi/man and 
creative, sexuality was unrepressed and 
spontaneous, and love relationships replaced 
the present moralistic compulsive and often 
by Laurel Limpus 
repressed marriage system. This leads Reich 
to hypothesize that the present system of 
sexual repression has a social function: 
"The purpose of the demand for sexual 
abstinence is that the making the 
adolescent submissive and capable of 
marriage. The children destined for this 
kind of marriage are brought up in sexual 
abstinence; they show neuroses and those 
character traits with which we are 
familiar. Their sexual abstinence has the 
function of making them submissive. 
Sexual suppression is an essential instru-
ment in the production of economic 
enslavement," (emphasis mine). 
What Reich is saying is that a society of sick 
individuals has been created, largely through 
the suppression of sexuality, the life 
function, in order to create men fit to work 
in a social order where the priorities are not 
human, but profit. He also makes it clear 
that in order to change society we must also 
attempt to change the individuals created by 
it: "The cultural revolution requires the 
alteration of the psychic structure of the 
mass individual." 
lA/hile this analysis may seem oversimplified 
to some, it cleariy points in the direction of 
the kind of exploration that has to be done 
about the social function of sexual repress-
ion, Marcuse moves in the same direction, 
although in dealing with the question of 
sexual suppression in its social context, he 
expands it throughout history. 
Marcuse begins with what has been consider-
ed to be the Freudian Idea that the 
suppression of the libido at an early age is 
absolutely necessary for the continuation of 
society; otherwise civilization would not 
continue to exist, since men must work to 
survive, and the libido militates against 
work. Eros uncontrolled is a fatal danger; 
therefore the history of mankind has been a 
history of repression. This Freud formulates 
in the opposition of the Pleasure and Reality 
principles: the first geared to erotic gratifica-
tion and constantly suppressed, finding relief 
in fantasy, art, or psychological distortions; 
the second, the Reality principle, geared 
through the maintenance of civilization 
through work.' Marcuse, however, points out 
that all societies have been maintained 
according to certain systems of domination; 
certain classes have been in control and have 
not. worked. Therefore simply to postulate 
scarcity of resources as the reason for sexual 
repression in order to make men work is not 
enough. He also points out that the advances 
of technology now make the argument of 
scarcity untenable, at least in the developed 
countries, and yet there is still repression. 
In other words, technology would now make 
it possible for necessary work to be reduced 
to a minimum, and that, if sexual repression 
persists, there must be some other reason for 
it than scarcity. This reason according to 
Marcuse is the interests of domination, and 
he calls the repression necessary for this 
surplus repression. Even though it would 
now be theoretically possible for men to be 
comparatively freed from work, they are still 
being suppressed to make them work. The 
Reality principle does not operate independ-
ently of history; it is not just the fact, but 
also the organization of scarcity, that creates 
repression. In other words, as Reich also 
said, psychological realities are related to 
political needs, and men are being sexually 
repressed in order to exploit them. 
As Reich does, Marcuse identifies the sex 
instincts with the life instincts, and he 
further postulates that the suppression of 
these instincts was necessary to the develop-
ment of Western civilization, which defined 
itself in terms of reason, productivity, and 
the domination of nature. 
With the development of a different kind of 
civilization with different values, made 
possible for the first time by advanced 
technology, Marcuse sees the possibility of a 
change in the Reality principle, which is not 
something inevitable and mystical, but 
historically determined. With the passing 
away of both resource scarcity and, he 
hopes, the present systems of political and 
social domination and economic exploita-
tion, he sees the Reality principle merging 
more and more with the repressed Pleasure 
principle, and a- whole new form or 
erotically liberated life possible. 
Very much like Reich, Marcuse envisions 
man freed from surplus repression as capable 
of a much more receptive relationship both 
with the environment and with other people. 
He is therefore postulating a new form of 
social organization related to a new kind of 
character organization. He calls this "a total 
revolution in the mode of perception and 
feeling" and makes it clear that it is only 
possible in a society in which production Is 
the means, and not the end, of human 
activity: "Possession and procurement of the 
necessities of life are the prerequisite, rather 
than the content, of a free society." He 
describes at length during the second half of 
Eros and Civilization what the content of 
such a free society and a free consciousness 
might be. 
Both Marcuse and Reich have begun 
arguments that I think are crucial for any 
discussion of female liberation. All the 
oppressive phenomena which we experience 
as women clearly are related to social 
institutions and structures, and this includes 
the sexual Inhibition which v;e experience 
and the problem of the woman's role as 
defined in the family. Since the problems 
that face women are related to the structure 
of the whole society, ultimately our study of 
our particular situation as women will lead 
us to the realization that we must attempt to 
change this whole society. 
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To some people, the aborting of a foetus is a 
quite serious matter. Where this view is 
sincerely held it ought not to be simply 
ridiculed. Those of us who support the 
legalizing of abortion realize that we need to 
understand exactly why others oppose it, 
both as a test of our own position, and to 
provide a firm base upon which to build a 
proper counter-approach to the question. 
This is written with these criteria In mind, 
and represents one way of countering the 
argument against abortion; there are others. 
The attitude that leads to rejection of 
abortion is not necessarily a religious one, at 
least not in a formal sense. But it can 
probably be seen as always religious in a 
wider sense; that is to say, it stems from an 
awareness of the mystery of the life 
process-from a humble recpgnition of 
certain forces that are beyond human 
comprehension. The resultant mood can 
very well be one of awe, and consequently 
of reverence, for a process which, it is fett, 
mere mortals ought not to interfere with. 
This attitude then, is clearly understandable 
as it stands. It can stand alone or be backed 
up by religious dogma of the formal kind, as 
in fact it seems to be in the case of most 
anti-abortionists. There is probably littie 
hope of changing the views of, for instance, 
committed Roman Catholics guided by 
-doctrines not their own as individuals. But 
there Is real hope of persuading those who 
allow themselves lo be bound only by their 
own consciences, and it is at these people 
that this plea is chiefly aimed. 
One of the main arguments against rigid 
adherence to the attitude to abortion 
described above, is that it leaves out a whole 
area of hurnan concern. It Is centred solely 
on the relationship of man to an impersonal 
and mysterious universe. It Is pure idealism, 
essentially, since the practical implications 
attendant on such an approach, in relation 
to the immediate human situation, are 
ignored. The area of concern which it leaves 
out could come under the heading of 
compassiort, that is to-say, concern for the 
real needs and sufferings of our fellow 
beings, Independently of any "ideal" aspira-
tions they may also have. 
This is the nub of the whole problem. All we 
would ask is that attitudes to abortion be 
formed within the complete context of 
human concern—that the human-person be 
not sacrificed to a purely ideal concern, 
however valid itp motivation may seem to 
be. What we ask is-not absolute surrender 
of a sincerely held ideal-but compromise, 
based on recognition of a compassionate rel-
ationship of man with man, as well as one with 
the mysterious "unknown". Adherence to 
any principle, "divine" or otherwise, without 
consideration for the consequences in terms 
of the suffering compounded by that 
adherence is, Iii itself, inhuman. In the case 
of so private a matter as abortion, such 
adherence invites an unnatural degree of 
callousness towards the plight of others; 
where law is used to enforce, it, an 
unwarranted and direct imposition upon the 
conscience of another individual i? involved. • 
All this has to be considered in the»iight of 
the sheer urgency of the sex drive itself. 
In this the context, the foetus itself 
naturally takes second place to the mature 
being, since it is, as yet, not a party to the 
kind of Inter-personal relationship within 
which compassion operates. This could not 
be said of, for Instance) the aged, and-
sick-who are' In no danger at all of being •. 
placed in the same category as the foetus; to. 
suggest otherwise, is to misrepresent quite 
wildly the obsen/able nature of every-day 
human relationships. It follows "also from 
this, that to equate induced abortion with 
murder is to expand the customary meaning 
of that term. The concept, "murder", calls 
up quite naturally the idea of a responsive 
fellow person being involved. Within the. 
human frame of reference of this pamphlet 
the term "innocence", applied to a foetus, fs 
similarly misused, because our everyday use 
of this term implies the possibility of guilt. 
The foetus is "innocent" only by strict, 
doctrinally religious standards; on our terms, > 
the foetus can onty be morally neutral. 
You are invited to consider this approach to 
the vexed question of legalized abortion, as 
an aid to making up your own mind. 
We invite you therefore to attend the forums 
on abortion at the Brisbane Women's Club, 
107 Albert Street, City on 7.30 p.m. 
Sundays 7tii, 14th, and 21st of March. 
Eric Crosswell 
for the Abortion Law Reform 
Association of Q'ld. 
There's No Truth 
To The Rumour 
. , . that a certain lecturer in one of the more 
conservative faculties was heard to have 
broached the subject of the vice-chancellor's 
expensive new home (it's not much but we 
call it kibbutz"). Nor is it tme that this was 
done before "his" students on thursday, 
25th Febmary this year. It follows that it is 
equally untrue that the vice-chancellor rang 
up after the alleged incident to say thatthis 
highly fictitious matter would be referred to 
the senate, with the Inference that the 
lecturer's action might be the cause of 
certain punitive measures by this university's 
legally constituted (albeit equally fictitious) 
authorities. 
. ' . . that a certain university grounds com-
mittee is considering fencing off the campus 
and excluding all student cars from the 
whole inner area. And of course such a 
scheme could never be used to keep 
undesirables away from the general campus 
area. 
. . . that the university "kindergarten" will 
be, instead, a fee-charging, child-minding 
centre. Elitism within the elite? Perish the 
thought And it definitely does not fly in the 
face of A.U.S. policies of free pre-school 
education available to all (including the 
staff). Also to be scotched is the ugly 
rumour that the child-care centre will, 
feature a fountain financed in half by the 
Schonell Family. 
. . . that Semper is an A.S.I.O. front. 
. , , that universities provide outside agencies 
with information on students. Thus although 
it is true that the Crown Prosecutor at the 
recent trial of Mark Georgiou was in 
possession of an incorrect date of birth for 
one of the witnessess, it Is totally false to 
assume that the only place where this 
incorrect date had been recorded was on the 
witness's student card. Although, of course, 
that's what the witness will tell you. A 
chronic liar, he will also add that he has 
never shown it to police and/or prosecutors. 
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AN INTRODUCTION TO REVOLUTION-
ARY ORGANIZATION IN AUSTRALIA, 
1971. 
Few 'revolutionaries' (if any) in Australia 
have any conception 
(a) of what specific changes might 
constitute a revolution and 
(b) of what kinds of activities might help 
to make a revolution. 
I shall nevertheless argue that you, dear 
reader, should be a revolutionary. The reason 
Is that if you attempt to work seriously 
towards the following ends: 
(a) a minimum standard of living for all 
people in the world 
(b) avoidance of nuclear warfare, of 
population growth, and of ecological 
disaster 
(c) positive freedom and reasonable self 
determination for all communities 
and growth of a worid culture 
What then can we do? What kinds of 
organizing work might have substantial 
consequences? What determines the effect-
iveness of attempts to organize around the 
three liberal objectives stated above with 
revolutionary (i.e. serious) intent? 
The starting point is the willingness to talk 
and act openly to challenge bullshit in our 
common life-to overcome bullshit institu-
tional justifications of stupid actions while 
not producing bullshit ourselves. To live 
beyond the bullshit barrier not as a part-time 
extra-curricular activitiy but as one's per-
sonal style in institutional 'role-determined' 
everyday life is revolutionary provided you 
are living out a belief in the need for massive 
changes to attain the three objectives stated. 
They'll sack you but organize somewhere 
else. People drowning in the bullshit (most 
of us) often are seriously unable to see any 
way fonward which they have the strength 
and ability to take—but they can recognize a 
real possibility for them to act when they 
see one. These are w^at we have to help to 
define by rapping in,no-bullshit styles to 
people. In this way we^must find means to 
turn private troubles into public issues and 
to force action of some substance on the 
power structure. Our only real resource is 
our credibility with our constituencies. Once 
people recognise for themselves a non-
bullshit creative description of their own 
situation which suggests a way forward, and 
know there Is the communal solidarity to 
back action, they will act-and in the process 
develop more accurate bullshit detectors. A 
serious revolutionary movement develops 
that way.~ experience of organising. Any 
short-cut Is likely to bog us in Bullshit. The 
movement is the creation of sane human 
groups seriously responding to their own 
situations and sanely and quietly debunking 
bullshit in non-aggresive styles, while trying 
to get closer to where the crucial decisions 
of the power stmcture-those that relate to 
the problems we want the institutions to 
face seriously-are made. We must learn by 
experience of organizing. Any short-cut 
islikely to bog us in bullshit. People can and 
do learn to spot bullshit and the movement 
will disintegrate unless we keep seriously in 
touch with what they really worry about. 
So far I have spoken in generalities: the gut 
problem is bullshit; the whole of public 
discussion defines away any serious (action-
oriented) discussion of the three big 
problems; we who try to do something 
about these problems give general and 
structural explanations of them which 
merely avoid the immediate question of how 
to "smash the system"; we must start where 
we are and explore In thought and action 
how our situations are linked to the 
structural problems; we are hampered by 
lack of detailed knowledge of Australia; 
when we have linked private troubles to 
'structural problems we can go on to explain 
the links to people in the mstitutions and to 
change our behaviour in response to these 
links between our situations and the 
structure; this threatens ongoing institu-
tional processes more than any critique or 
demonstration. Further the Institution we 
work in might actually become serious in the 
processl. Our only real resource Is our 
credibility (no bullshit) which is a matter of 
creating real alternatives for people presentiy 
dominated by the system. 
Right now there is not much, beyond 
exploring and explaining the three big 
problems and insisting on the points stated 
here, that we can do about them. But four 
areas in which organizing could cut deep 
into Australian bullshit are briefly examined 
here. 
The Australian Moratorium Movement 
Withdrawing Australian troops and smashing 
the National Service Act will not do much 
towards solving problems of providing a 
worid-wide minimum standard of living, 
avoiding population growth, ecological and 
nuclear disaster, and positive communal 
freedom. |i) US genocide will continue-in 
the so-called 'war' in lndo-China~but we 
will have self-righteously washed our hands 
of it. (ii) The draft is now a major 
bullshit-penetrating dilemma for many 
young men-It will go, and with it will go a 
fruitful tension in which the skills of 
bullshit-detection at the grass-roots-a 
necessity for non-elitist policy-making-
develop. What Is needed is not a 1970-style 
Moratorium, which is outside the central 
realities of the on-going instutional pro-
cesses. Rather we need (as I argued in the 
September Moratorium Semper) a stop to all 
institutional processes until it is clear that 
they make a positive contribution to the 
achievement of the tiiree big ^ t s of 
objectives. Institutions which make no 
serious contribution or which are obviously 
destmctive of the possibility of achieving 
these ends should, unless one can explain In 
terms acceptable to most people that they 
have some clear humane rationale, be 
stopped. The movement which after Cam-
bodia and Kent State in May 1970 converted 
Berkeley Campus of University of California 
into an anti-war university is an example of 
what this involves.. 
Draft Resistance 
All 20 year old males are legally required to 
register for national service. They must 
decide whether to register, which may entail 
subsequent Involvement In genocide, arid if 
they register and are called up they have to 
decide wherher to go in. Any serious 
non-racist, non-fascist should face a crisis of 
conscience over such obscene alternatives. 
One response is to Involve yourself In an 
institution whose stmctural policy-largely 
decided in the ,Pentagon and by American 
brass in Saigon-is war crimes which are 
worse than those for' which we tried leading 
Nazis at Nuremberg, Such crimes as 
relocation of people ('urbanization', vicious 
torture of civilians ('Viet Cong suspects) 
indiscriminate killing of civilians and com-
batants in 'free fire zones' etc. are routine, 
not just the deviant behaviour of 'extreme 
cases like Lt. Galley. Alternatively you break 
the law by refusing to register or you 
'conscientiously object' in which case you 
have to show from fundamentalist and 
inadequate, beliefs that you are against all 
wars. In this situation it would be 
unreasonable not to break the law if one is 
well informed, will not go CO., and does 
not know what is involved In organizing 
within the Army. This is an issue we should 
organize around. It is deeply rooted in 
Australian realities. It Is a threat to the 
legitimacy of official bullshit. The 20-year-
olds are obviously in a nasty Catch 2? trap 
and will probably respond'.to"serious 
organizing. r .' ' 
Come back to our own situation. Those of 
us who do worry that our priorities are not 
taken-seriously tend not to look for serious 
responses we can make to the problems as 
titey face us. Rather we talk almost 








exclusively about Vietnam, Third Worid 
poverty, hunger, malnutrition, illiteracy, 
aborigines and racism in all forms, sexism, 
population and ecological problems, un-
livable cities, chemical and biological war-
fare, the bomb, conscription, genocide, etc. 
as social problems. These problems ac-
cording to the revolutionaries result from an 
authoritarian; male-dominated, militaristic, 
dehumanized, racist, capitalist and imperial-
ist system of domination and according to 
liberals are due to communication break-
downs, moral uncertainty, etc. These 
analyses of the sources of the problems are 
not so much wrong-l agree with the 
revolutionaries' analyses-as unfruitful by 
themselves. For how does one fight a 
system? (This is not rhetoric. Can you give 
an answer? I sketch one below.) All these 
problems seem, only seem remote from our 
everyday lives. They are not; they are 
structural problems of a way In which 
people relate to each other through a Catch 
22 set of destmctive Institutional and 
Intellectual traps. This 'system', incoherent, 
dominating, misperceived. Is a human 
construct maintained by people who do 
what they have learned to do. The people 
are guided by stereotypes provided by the 
totalitarian language of the cultural apparat-
us and will normally repeat what they did 
yesterday today, repeating the same con-
flicts, unless they are seriously responding to 
and learning from their own experience. But 
to say that this so-called 'system' causes the 
problems is not enough. 'They', the ones 
who run the system, who use their 
concentrated power to define what they 
consider acceptable responses to current 
realities and to enforce the exclusion of 
'deviant' human responses, are irresponsible, 
mindless, gutiess, evil, and dangerous. But 
we have to say more, for to define the 
system and those with power to alter it, and 
to assert their responsibility for the prob-
lems is merely to raise the next question 
which is quite different: how do we set 
about changing the specified system and its 
power structure? It is this I want to discuss. 
The revolutionary 'analysis' that I accept (if 
suitably explained) is only a starting-point. 
To get beyond this start, to begin to create 
real human alternative courses of action, to 
reduce, the destructive dominance of the 
system where it produces p'roblems, to make 
the system sen/e the people and not the 
people serve a crazy unreal 'system', we 
must .recognise concretely our own situa-
tions. First the problems listed are not 
obviously our immediate problems. Second, 
we are powerless. Third, except for uni staff, 
relatives and neighbours we are not In touch 
with 'ordinary' people in their everyday 
lives. Fourth; we do not in fact In Australia 
know with any clarity or confidence (1) 
whose actions create the problems and how, 
and (2)'who, if anyone, Is responsible for 
controlling the stereotypes, myths etc, 
which guide the participants. This is an 
incredible cultural and intellectual default. 
It's a greater default than In those overseas 
areas from which we draw our ideas. It is 
appalling that 1 know more about the' 
detailed workings of Oakland, California, of 
Columbia University, of the US Congress, 
than I do about^their Australian counter-
parts. Detailed action-oriented work in 
Australian institutions and processes that 
names people, discusses their views and 
actions, pinpoints imminent decisions that 
we can try to change is not being done. It is 
a prerequisite for successful intervention and 
organizing. It is legitimate work for uni-
versity people. We need to spot in advance 
decisions of power-people which have 
important consequences for what we want; 
and organize to prevent (by a serious 
intervention in ordinary decision processes) 
stupid decisions. We must make clear why 
we intend to do this, in terms that people 
can understand, and dramatize the public 
idiocy of important actors. (Wertheim says 
avoid bestial snortsi) 
You will (1) find no serious jobs, political 
parties, 'left' groups or other serious 
possibilities of reasonable action where you 
can make even a moderate contribution. (2) 
You will be called a communist, trouble-
maker etc. (3) If you persevere you will be 
blacklisted and refused any kinds of jobs. 
This is the case despite the fact that these 
are fairly commonly-stated, liberal, objec-
tives. It is easy to show-it is a trivial 
task-that the problems raised by these 
objectives are not taken seriously by 
radicals, liberals, or any existing political 
groiip in Australia. Our present institutions 
and everyday modes of existence do not 
sen/e these ends (check mentally yourself). 
Indeed, there is no real discussion of what is 
needed to reach these goals whether you 
look at the media, universities, schools, 
party politics, or everyday discussion. 
These goals are very probably largely 
achievable in the life times of today's 
students. Predictions of what will happen 
without these achievements are horrendous. 
Some people are working towards them, but 
their thinking is too often.naive and their 
action often trivial. Your attitudes and 
beliefs, dear reader, are one of the obstacles 
they face, [t must come to be regarded as 
criminal not to be in favour of the objectives 
when stated so broadly. 
I shall try to explain, first in general terms 
and then (in the last few sections) more 
specifically, what kinds of action can' be 
taken to begin a movement in Australia 
which keeps the three big problems In focus. 
The specific issues are not separable from 
the big three objectives and these four issues, 
are good entry points Into the great 
Australian bullshit if seen in the big context. 
The fundamental root problem is bullshit, 
i.e. what people aspire to, what they say, 
what they think and feel, has no clear 
relation to what they do: Our ideas, feelings, 
hopes, fears are not concretely related to 
what happens in our everyday life. Our ways 
of thinking are not ways of working out 
what we can do to achieve the objectives we 
say we support. Thinking and action for' 
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beyond the crap 
serious purposes are radically disjointed-we 
are alienated (sorry!) That those men (no 
women?) who have the power to make 
serious responses to existing and foreseeable 
horrors refuse even to talk about their real 
power, its use and misuse, about the human 
consequences of their actions and of their 
fatalistic ideology, and about the many and 
varied changes required by any real res-
ponses is obvious. Instead of straight talk 
and explicit action for clearly humane 
purposes we are deluged with bullshit, 
boring bathetic bullshit. My bullshit only 
bores my associates-and they can go to the 
movies. Nixon's or Gorton's bullshit hides 
genocide and war crimes-as-policy In Indo 
China. We have to debunk them and make 
clear that they are war criminals. It is 
stupidly tolerant and guilt inducing to say 
we all talk bullshit or that we are responsible 
for the horrors governments do to us, for us, 
and in our names. 
Bullshit-sometimes as pure hypocrisy (Pro-
fessors Cowen, Gates, Hughes et. al.) 
sometimes the result of an institutional. 
Catch 22, double-bind situation (e.g, an 
Australian male 20 years old,)-is the 
immediate problem. The cultural appara-
tus-which includes schools, universities art, 
film, T.V., press, radio (all purveyors of 
ideas of what is possible and desirable)-now 
avoids discussing and defining the stmctural 
Catch 22s and consequentiy mystifies and 
confuses ordinary people. These com-
munication activities should be suggesting 
the nature of the Catch 22s which prevent us 
from achieving the three objectives stated. 
People can then make up their own minds 
about the accuracy of such suggestions. 
However the media and the education 
establishment now ignore our agenda and 
priorities. The prevailing mood in education 
and media is that things are getting better 
and better, there are problems but we've got 
experts In Canberra working on them. In 
intellectual circles, where that crap at least 
has been penetrated, sophisticates say that 
there are no real choices, that there is 
nothing to be done. This mood is false, 
dishonest, gutless-it is the bullshit barrier 
and operates In a totalitarian fashion to 
define away (by ignoring them) any serious 
responses to real contemporary problems. 
The university is one major source of this 
totalitarian bullshit—your teachers are pro-
bably minor sources. 
Women's Lib. 
This cluster of issues and problems is by far 
the most seriously rooted in Australian 
authoritarian institutions. It points to deep 
roots of authoritarian, aggressive, violent 
insensitive mad-masculine hang-ups in every-
one's daily life. 'Fuck' is obscene especially 
when women hear ('we don't mind how you 
talk among the boys but when a lady's 
present . . .') Her place is not in 
the allegedly 'real' masculine world from 
which the male protects her, but is in the 
home looking after the man while he makes 
daily forays into the "real" world outside. 
It's so funny and sad. Rads In organizing 
must learn that women are real people, 
really involved in what is happening, and 
men.must share menial tasks and must learn 
'female' (menial!) skills. We must become 
sensitive to the fact that dominative nriale 
styles are inhuman and stultifying styles and 
learn to relate to people as people, not as 
female or male. Women's leadership heeds to 
be explicitly encouraged and the many 
hassles involved should be argued out 
seriously between all people we relate to. I 
repeat this is probably the most fundamental 
break through the bullshit barrier we can 
make, particularly in Australia, because it is 
such an immediate reality for all Australians. 
I am arguing that the basic way forward is to 
develop analyses of concrete problems of 
groups of similarly placed people which 
indicated in those people's own terms some 
real way fonvard and to organise around 
these issues to create communities of 
anti-bullshit people who can change and live 
out new modes of humane behaviour in their 
own institutional lives thereby further 
exposing institutional bullshit. 
For the university the fundamental problem 
is to describe what v/e all know but seldom 
say about the university-namely that it 
nowhere seriously talks about how to 
achieve those objectives I stated initially. It 
does not sensitise and develop any but 
sectarian and profession-oriented (i.e. 
authoritarian and elitist) bullshit detectors. 
In other words tittle or no serious education 
for living in the kind of world we want exists 
on campus. This is tantamount,for me,to 
saying that there is no serious education at 
all on campus. But it needs to be explained 
simply and honestiy, not asserted. In the 
course of such discussion reat education may 
in fact begin on this campus. 
We must talk seriously and intelligently 
about the issues and insist that the official 
structures of the university recognise and 
talk seriously about them. The university 
community as a whole must begin to take 
seriously Its Intettectual-moral-potitical task 
of defining the extent and nature of each 
problem and try to create reat alternatives. 
This it is not doing. 
the coffee shop 
The Housing Committee of 'U'QSU wishes to redesign the Coffee Shop (again) 
Budget $2,000 
Commission of $50 to the best solution. 
the plaza 
Humanise this cultural desert: 
Budget $400 
Commission of $20 
submissions 
Briefs available at Union Office from Tuesday l5th March. 
Submissions must be in by end of month. 
the student press continued from page 3 
The 1970 volume of Semper Floreat managed to express all that was bad about the year-it 
showed inefficiency, extreme bias, irrationality, and was (with the possible exception of Up 
The Right Channels) the most boring thing to come from the whole year. 
Compared even with 1969's "happening" journal 1970 was a bad year for the press, and the 
production of a new edition could never be described as an eagerly anticipated event. On 
impressions, few enough read Semper, and only a handful of those liked, enjoyed, or approved 
of it. The few rather inadequate sun/eys conducted certainly bore out these impressions. 
The poor quality of.Semper, however, tells only part of the story. Far worse was the policy of 
discrimination applied by the editor in relation to publication of articles. The paper was in 
fact not a forum for discussion In any real sense, but a free bulletin for one-sided 
propagandists. It rapidly became apparent that articles were more readily published if written 
left-handed. The fact that all students financed the paper to the extent of $9,000 was treated 
as irrelevant by editor Bruce Dickson, 
Not only .were the students treated to a paper carefully purged of all "unfavourable" (i.e. right 
wing) views, but so too were the public. During two Moratoria, copies of Semper were freely 
distributed to the public (including 500 to the wharf labourers, who apparently can't be 
tmsted with two sides of the VIetiiam argument). Some 2,000 of these copies were intended 
for street sales, a not inconsiderable loss of revenue resulting from their free distribution. 
It is difficult to suggest a method of solving the student press problem. Not every editor is 
going to be as appalling as the last one, and It Is unwise to establish too much Union Council 
conti-ol over editorial policy. But Council does have a responsibility to see that student funds 
are not mis-spent. A judicious selection of editors might save one year, but that is only a 
temporary and unstable measure. The other years are still a problem. 
National V, under Queenslander Alan Davies was in fact no better. It did contain a few 
non-left activities, but not many, and usually punctuated with sick cartoons. The only real 
area of debate was the letters to the editor column, and this was scrapped during the year. 
Apart from destroying the one potentially good part ofthe paper Davies ignored considerable 
evidence that that section Is the most widely read in any student paper. 
It might be mentioned that the 1971 Orientation Handbook (undtv a special editor) exhibited 
all the bad qualities we have grown up with in the student press. If anyone read it they would 
get a quite distorted view of thought on this campus, but it is doubtful if anyone bothered. 
Incidentally a member of a non-left organization asked the editor prior to production if he 
might submit a political article. He was told there wouldn't be any in it. 
conclusions 
As there has been no analysis of the state of the political and quasi-political groups on 
campus, any guesses at developments in 1971 are merely tentative. It appears, nonetheless, 
that the year will show some improvements. The local press should be unrecognizably better, 
though a lot depends on the co-operation of all points of view. The standards of acceptable 
political activity have been clearly defined, and there Is some hope of increased co-operation. 
The adherents of "orgasm politics" might find the year frustrating, but at least the serious 
thinkers might be allowed to work on the problem of politics and the University without 
being annoyingly interrupted by stupid adolescent activity. Council has yet to show its fomi, 
though this may have changed by the time of publication. 
There are still plenty of problems to be solved, but we have at least partly cleared the table. 
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THE STATE OF 
MATRICULATION ADDRESS 
BV THE ACTING PRESIDENT 
OF THE STUDENTS'UNION-
BRUCE DICKSON 
I wish to commence by quoting someone 
else's concluding remarks—those of the Vice 
Chancellor in his welcome to first year 
students printed in the Orientation Hand-
book-
"Ultimately the quality of life in this 
University depends upon what you, the 
mass of students, wilt do to assure decent 
ground rules; proper rules for debate and 
living within the University." 
tt is what Professor Cowen calls "assuring 
decent ground rules", that I wish during this 
address to further examine. If we were able 
to define "ground rules" as meaning those 
rules which direct or dictate the course of 
living within the University, then obviously 
such ground rules are going to have an 
extremely powerful effect or impact on 
virtually everything you do as a student 
member of this community. 
This last point then raises the question-Who 
is going to control and administer these 
ground rules and accompanying decisions 
which so directiy affect your life here? By 
virtue of plain commonsense one would 
expect that we, ourselves, everyone of us, 
would desire to control our own lives and 
the making of those decisions which directly 
affect us. 
Thus carrying this logic one stage further, if 
we wish to-quote "assure decent ground-
rules" for such decision making, then we 
ourselves musl draw up or compile such 
ground rules. 
In this University as in other Australian 
Universities and most throughout the world, 
this does not happen. We do not control 
anything of importance that happens to us 
within this University. This means that, in 
fact, we do not control what sort of an 
education we are about to receive which is 
the exact same intolerable situation you 
have just left behind at primary and 
secondary school. 
We do not decide what role we feel a 
University should pl;iy in our society. 
Instead we have its present questionable role 
thrust upon us, this situation supported 
strongly by the existence of a series of 
mytiis about universities and education, 
which evon today still remain relatively 
unchallonciod. 
In short, we are lacking control over 
virtually all those decisions which decide 
whether vve will in fact retain our own 
freedom of mind and imagination. It is this 
"powerlessness", that underiies ;ill problems 
you wilt meet at this University. 
Since birth, through the education system, 
media, and other crucial environmental 
factors, your mind has been conditioned into 
an almost unconscious acceptance of the 
large majority of ties which again remain 
largely unchallenged about our present 
society and your role in it. 
The University also is full of ties and you, 
like the bulk of the public, have been 
brainwashed into an acceptance of all the 
worst mythology surrounding it. 
Dan O'Neill In his article "Once Upon An 
Ivory Tower" which you will find in your 
Orientation Handbook, very adequately 
debunks many of the more serious of these 
myths, and I cannot stress enough the 
importance of reading this article if you wish 
to start off on a more sound footing at this 
University. 
Articles such as "Once Upon An Ivory 
Tower" and the course critiques in "Up The 
Right Channels" point out the necessity for 
Universities to start orientating their studies 
towards equipping people for life; solving 
the pressing social problems which we face; 
and helping man fulfill his human potential-
ity. 
Questions such as "Are primary and 
secondary schools and universities, as pre-
sently constituted, the greatest obstacle to 
education today?" are raised. Do we agree 
that education properiy defined is the whole 
process of living or is it a cutthroat 
competition to see who can pass examina-
tions? If you were experiencing a true 
education there would be no differences 
between teachers and students because we 
teach and learn from each other. Increased 
knowledge on the part of a staff member 
does not give him added authority over you 
or necessarily demand respect from you. 
Respect is not based on title or position but 
on the individual as an individual, whether 
Vice Chancellor or University gardener. 
As you may have gathered from what I have 
just said, many questions must be raised and 
answered by yourself during the course of 
your time at the University. 
I stated earlier that there is a very important 
question of power and control within this 
University and naturally politics and all that 
accompanies politics are also involved in this 
question. Whether we like it or not we live in 
a political society and contrary to what 
many may say, you are also living in a 
political University. 
Some staff and sections of the administra-
tion would attempt to escape this reality by 
talk of e.g. courses at the University being 
"objective, neutral, or value free" with the 
result that they themselves and the subjects 
they teach tend to be impotent and no 
longer relevant to life around us. To quote 
Jerry Rubin: "People such as these are the 
real dropouts-people who have dropped out 
of Life". 
The University and its courses must be • 
relevant to our social needs and must allow 
us to be productive human beings not 
human units of production. Why do we find 
a differentiation in Universities between so 
called liberal studies or the humanities, and 
science courses? Is a science course devoid of 
humanity or a need for a social conscience? 
When you attempt to answer for yourself 
these questions, do so with a knowledge that 
much of^  what is said about these matters 
within this University must also be question-
ed for honesty. 
When terms such as "discussion", "com-
munication", "law and order", "disruption", 
"anarchy", "liberty" and "freedom" are 
used, proceed cautiously. 
Any talk of "freedom" and "liberty" by the 
University administration and all other 
groups presently Involved in the control of 
this University is nearly always a payment of 
tip sen/ice to liberal ideals and is designed to 
mislead and deceive, and whitewash the true 
picture. 
Judge people by their actions as well as their 
words especially when it comes to such things 
as discipline suspensions, expulsions etc. 
Do those now in power really desire to 
communicate and discuss? There Is even a 
danger in too much discussion if all it does is 
lead you further away from action and 
meaningful progress, i.e. If in fact you are 
not completely ignored as has occured so 
often in the past, do those In power really 
desire to give your words meaning through 
action? 
Will freedom of speech and personal liberty 
within this University ever really exist in a 
meaningful way as tong as there is 
knowledge that a real state ^f liberty would 
only continue to threaten too many of the 
old shaky assumptions upon .which the 
present order in this University survive? 
Why are the radicals in this University 
branded as "disruptionists", "subversives", 
"communists" or an "extremist minority"? 
Behind the use of these smears and scare 
tactics lies (to quote Dan O'Neill): "the fact 
that on practically every Australian campus 
there is a growing minority movement of 
students and staff whose influence Is greater 
than their numbers because they are 
prepared to argue against all comers that the 
whole society needs radical change." 
When will the critics attempt to refute the 
radicals' arguments and defend the legiti-
macy of their occupancy of positions of 
power. 
Seemingly dividing the campus into two 
distinct categories-"the extremist radicals" 
on the one hand and "the great middle" on 
the other. Professor Cowen has, quote; 
"called upon the great middle in the 
University to stand up and assert itself". 
In reply I would say that "the great middle" 
otherwise known as "the great muddle" is a 
"great hoax"-there is nothing great about 
being unable to defend nothing; there is 
nothing great about apathy or not caring 
about whether you effectively control those 
decisions affecting you. 
I challenge Professor Cowen's "great 
middle" to prove it has something to assertl! 
I too would like to hear, quote: "the voice 
of all the university on a wide range of 
issues". 
In conclusion, I would like to say that as 
you look from this University out into the 
turmoil and insanity of the world outside 
(wars, pollution, conscription, poverty etc.), 
just realize that it is not you, the youth of 
the world, that has created all the social 
chaos around us but instead it has been 
those who are now trying to tell you to 
disregard ideas and statements such as mine 
as being "too idealistic" or "totally unreal-
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typing tuition , 
The Union Is investigating the possibility of running cheap 
typing classes for students during term. 
At the moment, we are trying to gauge what demand there 
would be for such a service so that we can commence costing. 
It is proposed that the classes be held during the day from 
approximately 10 a.m. to 2 p,m. during some days of the 
week. If you are interested in taking typing classes and can 
provide your own typewriter for these classes, please fill in the 
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budget 
A paid editor of Semper was the major 
Innovation accepted by the Union Council at 
its 1971 Budget meeting on 4th March. The 
editor wilt now receive $2000 a year for 
full-time employment on the paper. 
The budget allocated $225,000 of 
student fees to the two general areas of 
Union activities. One is provision for Capital 
expenditure and reserves for Herston and 
Turbot Street areas. This accounted for 
$98,000 white the remaining $127,000 was 
allocated to general Union running expenses. 
The Refectory is run as an independent area 
and does not receive any student fees to pay 
for operation expenses. 
Many of the Budget recommendations 
were rejected or altered by Union Council. 
No provision was made for paying Semper 
editor, but a backlog of two years of 
pressure for a paid editor was sufficient to 
establish the position. A proposal for paying 
$2500 to the editor was tost on the 
chairman's casting vote, but $2,000 was 
allocated on a narrow majority. 
Expense accounts for the President and 
Honorary Secretary, both of whom were 
absent, were reduced by a total of $175 to 
$225. 
Councillors abolished allocations 
.totalling $420 for their annual dinner, 
luncheon and Christmas party. The only 
allocation is now $20 for the luncheon. 
Graduation dinner subsidy of $1400 was 
reduced by $500. The subsidy has little 
more than token value on the cost of the 
dinner. 
A prolonged fight for funds for 
education reform brought $500 pruned from 
other allocations. Union nights budget was 
cut from $1000 to $500 on the 
understanding that future union nights 
would be organised as self-financing 
operations. 
The salaries bill for Union office is the 
biggest single allocation at $33,130. 
Two referenda were foreshadowed this 
year: one is to approve an increase in Union 
fees which at present are grossly inadequate 
for sen/Ices the union should be providing 
(Union fees are $22 a year for full-time 
students and $11 a year for part-time 
students). These rates are the lowest by far 
of any union fees in Australian Universities. 
The other referendum (which is onty a 
possibility) deals with Queensland 
membership of the Australian Union of 
Stpdents (formerly NUAS). 
CONSTITUTION CHANGE: 
THAT PART V, SECTION 13 (1) (h) OF 
THE CONSTITUTION HE AMENDPD TO 
READ: 
"TWO (2) REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
TEACHING STAFF OF THE UNIVERSITY 
ELECTED BY THE MEMBERS OF THE 
UNIVERSITY STAFF ASSOCIATION. " 
Dickson/Wilkinson 
bookshop 
The Union Second-Hand Book 
Exchange which is operating this year for 
the first time has proved to be extremely 
popular. 
Until last Friday, 5th March, almost 
7,000 books had been lodged for sale and 
more than $9,000 had been received in the 
three weeks the exchange has been open. 
The busiest day was Tuesday, 2nd 
March when almost $1250 was taken. Three 
days last week more than $1,000 a day was 
received for books sold. 
Students wanting to sell old texts, 
reference books, skeletons etc. name their 
own- price and leave their goods at the 
Exchange. Buyers pay the cashier who later 
pays the original owner the amount he 
wanted, less 10% commission. 
The Book Exchange is located at the 
bottom of the stairs In the Union Shopping 
arcade. 
UNION BY-ELECTION NOTICE 
Nominations are hereby called for the 
following positions on the 60th Council of 
the University of Queensland Union:— 
FACULTY REPRESENTATIVES 
Arts Representative Full-time-one 
position 
Law Representative-one position 
COLLEGE REPRESENTATIVES 
Two positions 
Note: The abovementioned positions will be 
filled by appointment at the General 
Meeting of Union Council to be held on 
Thursday, 8th April, 1971 commencing at 
6.30 p.m. in the J.D. Story Council 
Chamber. 
EXECUTIVE POSITIONS 
St. Lucia Vice-President-Futl-time 
POST-GRADUATE REPRESENTATIVES 
Three Positions 
Nominations for alt the above positions open 
on Monday, 1st March, and close Monday, 
15th March at 5.00 p.m. at Union Office. 
Nomination fomns may be obtained from 
Union Office and when completed shall be 
returned to Union Office. 
No late nominations will be accepted. 
All nominations shall be signed by three 
me.»^ers of the Union, one of whom shall 
be designated nominor and the others of 
vvhom shall be seconders. No'mination forms 
shall be counter-signed by the nominee. 
The Executive position of St. Lucia 
Vice-President, Full-time will be fitted by 
general by-election. Voting will commence 
on Monday, 29th March and close on 
Thursday, 1st April. Voting will be held in 
the refectory at St. Lucia and by postal vote. 
THE MAZEL SMITH MEMORL^L ORA NT 
APPUCATIO.VS CIALLED FOR FROM 
HONOURS STUDENTS IN CHILD AND 
FAMILY WELFARE - GRANT $100 
CONSTITUTION CHANGES 
PART Vl l l -Af<i l lated Bodies 
25 .1 . Any Association granted affiliation with 
the Union shall be palced in both a 
Category and givan a Stotus. 
25.2. Council shall admit to affiliation with the 
Union any Association within the 
University under the following Categories 
al Faculty and Departmental 
b) Recreational, Cultural and Ethnic 
c) Welfare 
d) Political and Religious 
25.3. Council may admit to affiliation with tho 
Union any Association within the Uni-




A Constituent Body shall bo defined as any 
group affiliated with the Union tho 
activities and objects of which ara of 
general student Interest, and to which all 
Union members shall belong by virtue of 
their membership of tho Union. Such a 
body may not impose membership fees and 
shall be required to submit audited 
financial statements and shall be eligible for 
a grant of money to subsidise these 
activities. 
25,5 An Assisted body shall bo defined as any 
group affiliated with the Union, other than 
a Constituent body, which is required ta 
submit audited financial statements and 
which is eligible for a grant of money to 
subsidise its activities. 
25.6 An Associated body shall be defined as any 
group alttllated with the Union, other than 
a Constituent body, which shall not be 
required to submit audited financial state-
ments, and which shall be eligible for 
financial assistance only in the form of 
Administration credit. 
26. The Regulations shall govern tho mode of 
the administration of an Association to 
affiliation vjlth the Union. 
26.1 An Affiliated body may be disaffiliated 
from the Union by a motion passed by 
special resolution. 
26.2 Notice of such a resolution shall be given in 
writing to the Honorary Secretary of the 
Union at least ten clear days before a 
meeting of Council at which it is to be 
considered. Tho Honorary Secretary shall 
set out the text of the proposed resolution 
in 8 notice of the agenda for that meeting. 
26.3 Such a resolution shall not be discussed 
by Council unless the Executive o f ' t h e 
body concerned has been requested in 
writing by the Hororary Secretary at least 
six clear days before the meeting, to 
send a delegate to that meetinp of Council. 
26.4 An Affiliated body of the Union .may send 
a delegate to any meeting of Council at 
which its property, status or good name 
will be directly under discussion. Such a 
delegate shall have tho right to address 
Council on behalf of the Affiliated body. 
26.5 No motion adversely affecting the pro-
perty, status or good name of an Affiliated 
body shall be considered at a meeting of 
Council unless the body has been requested 
by the Honorary Secretary to send a 
delegate to that meeting of Council. 
26.6 The Regulations shall make crovlsion for 
financial arrangements for grants. 
Der Uniuersitv Bookshop 





20 semper floreat march 10 1971 
At present there is a plethora of "Budget 
L.P.'s" on the market. Whilst realising much 
of this recorded sound is of poor quality 
nonetheless the judicious buyer can cheaply 
obtain a large number of immensely 
satisfying records. 
Budget records were pioneered largely by 
Decca in the 'fifties with the Ace of 
Diamonds, Ace of Clubs series retailing at 
$4.15. Their chief competitors now in this 
field of mid-range budgets are D.G.G.'s 
Privilege series (S4.50); E.M.I.'s Concert 
Classics and Everyman series ($4.15); and 
the imports Seraphim ($3.25), Turnabout 
(S31,. and Supraphon (S3). It is from these 
rather than the cheap budgets (under $2.50) 
that the best records come. Labels in the 
cheap budgets are Decca'a Eclipse and the 
World of . . .series, D.G.G.'s Heliodor Phil-
lip's Fontana and E.M.I.'s Encore-all at 
$2.50. For $2,00, there are E.M.I.'s Music 
for Pleasure R.C.A.'s Victrola Astor's None-
such and Oryx and the RCA Camden 
series. 
The records are usually released cheaply for 
one of three reasons: 
(i) The use of old pressings of often 
great performances. So that, for 
example, the GIgti-Canlglia 
Tosca, first issued in 1938 on 78's, 
was reissued in the 'fifties as one 
of ttie eariier L.P.'s. It was 
reissued again two years ago as a 
classic recording, and presum-
ably will be reissued again in 
10-20 years as an historic record-
ing. 
(ii) Recordings of varying technical 
quality with tittle-known orches-
tras or soloists. 
(iii) Works that require only a smalt 
number of players. 
tt is from the first category that the largest 
number of good recordings can be obtained. 
What tliey may tack in recording technique 
is more than made up for in the brilliance of 
the performance. Puccini's Manon Loscaut 
on Victrola undoubtedly the best version 
recorded regardless of price; is astonishingly 
good value at S2 a record, boxed and with 
libresso. Brilliant versions are available of 
Dvorak's Ninth (from the New World) and 
Orff's CarminT'Burana on Heliodor; Beet-
hoven's Third by Klieber on Eclipse; 
Sibelius' Fifth and Harris' Tiiird on Victrola; 
Prokofiev's Romeo and Juliet on M.F.P.; and 
Bach's Brandenburg Concertos on Turn-
about. The list is a very long one and 
fortunately always growing. There are minor 
irritations in the companies not 
releasing in Australia all the works they have 
catalogued. M.F.P., for example, have never 
released in Australia the only recorded 
performance (if incomplete) of Britten's 
Rape of Lucretia 
Finally there are the record clubs—really just 
another way of marketing budget L.P.'s as 
they are all owned by the manufacturers. 
World Record Club are a long way ahead of 
the others in being able to select from the 
lists of E.M.I., Decca, Columbia, Erato, and 
Melodiya. 
Two words of warning W.R.C. are not noted 
for the quality of their pressings, and records 
released by them are sometimes already 
available on budget labels, e.g. their La. 
Fanciulla del West is released on Ace of 
Diamonds. However they must surely be 
offering the bargain of the year in June with 
Wagner's Ring conducted by SoltionDecca.lt 
comes complete with introductory records 
at $77. This set is justly regarded as one of 
the great milestones in the history of 
recorded music. 
It is intended to review Budget L.P.'s as well 
as fully-priced ones throughout the coming 
year. , j ,B. 
In 1971 as in past years pop music will find 
no new direction along which to be 
commercially blasted for the simple reason 
that the record companies are out to exploit 
every direction they can create. Australian 
companies play it safe by only releasing 
material which has proved its profitability 
overseas and by not producing the "lavish" 
open-out cover. This is particularly true of 
E.M.I, and the Australian Record Company 
(C.B.S., Epic, Reprise and Atlantic) however 
the Philtips-Fontana people are releasing 
things like Manfred Mann Chapter III, 
Colloseum, Uriah Heap, Nucleus, Juicy Lucy, 
and Black Sabbath relatively quickly and in 
open-out covers on their Vertigo label-but 
don't wony there is no chance of "a fair 
deal" on records while huge profits can be 
made from over-priced krap. 
atom heart mother-pink floyd (han^est-
E.M.I.) 
Pink Floyd gained popularity through their 
"science fiction" or "interstellar" music and 
are now applying their electronics to a more 
terrestrial sound. The second side of their 
latest L.P. "Atom Heart Mother" like the 
studio half of "Ummagumma" has tracks by 
individuals In the band. " I f " by bass player 
Roger Waters and "Fat Old Sun" by guitarist 
Dave Gilmour are accoustic things with erie 
guitar solos while organist Rick Wright's 
track "Summer 68" uses mellotron and 
electronic effects. The 13 minute "Alan's 
Psychedelic Breakfast" uses welf recorded 
sound effects to link three pieces about a 
Floyd roadie consuming breakfast. The 
other sIde-"Atom Heart Mother Suite" 
(2372 minutes) refutes Ed Nimmen/ol's 
statement in the June "Revolution''-"They 
haven't resorted to the Moog yet. Nor, 
brass". It's all, there-brass, violins, cellos, 
runaway horses, bombs dropping, motor-
cycles, trains; a choir and word'chants all 
tied together with beautiful playing and 
solos by the band. This is a rock group 
playing a rock composition of classic 
proportions rather than rock and classical 
jumbled together. If you haven't heard this 
beautiful record by a truly original rock 
group ask for it in the music room. 
little richard-the rill thing (REPRISE) 
Reprise have revived the "awop bop aloo 
bop alop bam boom" man firstiy in his 
"greatest Hits Live" L.P. and now this one. 
It could be called funky rock and roll and 
while It won't be accused of breaking new 
ground it appeals in the way rock and roll 
(and also Littie Richard) wilt always appeal. 
Some of the songs and arrangements sound 
dated but Little Richard's singing and 
playing make this modern first generation 
rock and roll. The better tracks include the 
long Instrumental "The Rill Thing" which 
has Little Richard playing reasonable electric 
piano, the Beatles' " I Saw Her Standing 
There", "Somebody Saw You" and "Free-
dom Blues". 
elton john-elton john (D.J.M.-FESTIVAL) 
The U.S. solo artist of 1971 will more than 
likely be James Taylor, as for the British 
Elton John the good looking guy with an 
excellent voice seems set to take the 
equivalent in that country. He has co-
songwriters, arrangers and the British pro-
ducer Gus Dudgeon and so far has had two 
L.P.'s simultaneously in the Cashbox top 10 
L.P.'s Elton John Writes, plays piano and 
sings and is backed by a large string section 
and a Moog and so his songs have beautiful 
depth. They range from the country "No 
Shoe Strings on Louise" where he sounds 
not unlike Jagger through the driving "Joke 
Me to the Pilot", "The Cage" and "The King 
Must Die" to the lilting "The Great 
Discovery", "Sixty Years On" and "First 
Episode at Hientbn". Simply—the record is 
ten original beautiful sung excellently 
recorded which will gain Elton John much 
respect. 
Lastiy, for all of you who missed the 
Hungarian group "Syrius" let me say they 
were fantastic and perhaps we now under-
stand why Australian groups have such 
difficulty in Britain with groups of this 
standard unknowns in this country. On the 
same note, rumour has it that Soft. Machine 
will appear in Sydney in May with Deep 
Purple, Donovan and Quintcscence. Any 
self-respecting music connoisseur would be 
ashamed to admit he missed it. 
St. Lucia Church of England Services 
7 a.m., 9 a,m., 7.30 p.m. 
Coffee and Entertainment 
after evening sen/ice. 
"Economical Typing Service-Accurate and 
Speedy" 
Mrs, Sergeant, 6 Arkana St, The 
Gap 4061, Phone 30 2653. 
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The National Union of Australian University Students is riow the Australian Unionjat 
Students, a national union of sixteen Universities and eight Colleges of Advanced Education. 
Total membership is 120,000 students, and the time when all tertiary students will be 
represented is fast approaching. Students at the University of Queensland are automatically 
members of A. U.S. by virtue of U. ofQ's Union's affiliations with the national union. 
A.U,S. PLEBISCITE 
This year five motions have been returned for constituent ratification. They are-
1. CONSCRIPTION: "A.U.S. give full support to those young men who refuse to comply with 
the National Sen/ice Act." "This Council of A.U.S. fully realizing that it is in direct 
contravention of Section 7 (A) of the Commonwealth Crimes Act, do hereby urge, 
encourage, and incite all 20 year olds not to comply with the National Service Act by 
(a) Not registering for National Service. 
(b) Not attending any medical examination. 
(c) Generally Impeding the enforcement of the Act. 
2. SOUTH AFRICA: "A.U.S. publicly raise funds and material for liberation movements 
fighting against various forms of the apartheid system in South Africa." "A.U.S, believes 
that whilst violence can only be justified as a last resort in changing social conditions, 
the system of apartheid :n South Africa is such an entrenched evil that violence may be 
employed in its overthrow since all other possibilities of attempted change have been 
exhausted." 
3. VIETNAM MORATORIUM: "A.U.S. to be a sponsor of the Vietnam Moratorium 
Campaigns where the objects of the campaign are not inconsistent with the following: 
(a) The immediate withdrawal of all Australian and other foreign troops from 
Indo-China. 
(b) Recognition of the Provisional Revolutionary Government (P.G.R.) as the only 
legitimate Government in South Vietnam and support for its programme for a 
coalition Government in South Vietnam, (c) 
(c) Recognition that the war in Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos is only a small.portion 
of an integrated policy of economic and political control of S.E, Asia by the 
U.S.A." V 
The Plebiscite will probably be held in conjunction with the Union Executive by-election 
(29th March-lst April). However, if this plebiscite is to have any meaning at all then your 
vote should be a considered one. Thus A.U.S, Forums will be held each Thursday jn the Relax. 
Block during lunch hours. On the 11th March, South Africa; on the 18th Conscrlpti'on; and 
on the 25th, the Moratorium. Although there will be a panel of speakers both for and against, 
all students are urged to present their views. 
OTHER FUNCTIONS 
Full details of the A.U.S, Standing Com-
mittee, its functions, composition and 
policies are available from Len Sorbello 
(Local A,U.S. Secretary) at the A.U.S. 
Office, 1st floor, Union Building. 
A.U.S. TRAVEL 
For details of price concessions, tours, travel 
handbooks et al see the A.U.S, TRAVEL 
OFFICE operated by CARLTON TRAVEL 
in the Union Arcade. 
Remember: There are 44 different schemes. 
QUEENSLAND 
SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA 
YOUTH eONCERTS 1971 





The concert, by (tie Queensland Symphony Orches-
tra, has Iteen arranged to promote this year's ABC 
Youth Concen Series 
Before music became his life, Juan Maiteucd began 
two careen io Chile, where be lived for many years. 
At 16 he icudied engineering and medicine, but even-
tually gave it up to devote himself to study of the 
'cello, tbe instrument his father played. 
The Govemmcnt of Chile awarded him a schdar-
ibip and he returaed to Italy to study conducting at the 
Vcrdi ConicTvatorium in Milan. "I am not a com-
poier" he sayi, "purely an interpreter". 
V MattctiCCT was bbm in tbe dressing room ot a theatre 
iifFaenza, Italy, while hii father was playing the 'cello 
in the opera orchestra. Following the family tradition, 
his father soon began giving his little son 'cello lessons, 
and Juan became the dghib generation eldest son in bis 
family to take up the 'cello. 
When the Matieucds moved to Chile the boy con-
tinued his studies at the Conservatorium in Santiago. 
When he was 16 bis faUier died, and he took his place 
in the Symphonic Orebcstra of Chile. 
When be returned to Chile in 1954 after study in 
Italy he was appointed conductor of the new-established 
Philharmonic Orchestra of Chile, a post he held for 
to yean. 
He has made several toun of both South America 
and the United States, wncre bis performances were 
highly praised. 
A.U5. FRIENDLY SOCIETY 
If you are a full time, part time or post 
graduate and under 26 with no dependants, 
the A.U.S.F.S. can offer you full hospital 
and medical benefits at two-thirds the 
normal cost. Joining dates are Feb./Mar. or 






FRIDAY 1. 05 BEHIND PHYSIOL LECTURE THEATRE 
COMMONWEALTH 
SCHOLARSHIPS 
WE ARE MAKING A SUBMISSION TO THE FEDERAL 
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND SCIENCE AlilD THE 
COMMONWEALTH SCHOLARSHIPS BOARD. YOUR 
ANSWERS TO THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS WILL 
ASSIST US IN MAKING THIS SUBMISSION. 
1. Hwi you any compitintB maoM tha tdMirMi' praMnt 
Mhnlnlitrition? 
(e.g. payments. Irregularities of awards, missing out on 
scholarships.) 
2. Have you any suggestions about the scheme In the fiitura? 
(On University or Advanced Education Scholarships; open, 
later year or mature age provisions of these; and Post Grad-
uate Scholarships.) 
3. Have you had any difficultias In having your coum or 
Mbjoets accepted for benefits? 
4. Could you provide some estimate and avidenoa of your 





344 Victoria Street, 
North Melbourne, 
Victoria. 305T. , 
If you ara unable to get satisfw:tion from scholarship officers 
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